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Preface 


This study of status declarations in Roman Egypt was originally written in 1971-72 and 
edited for publication in 1972-73, and for various reasons, has been delayed in its progress toward 
publication, Although normally such a delay is undesirable, it has enabled me to collect and study 
which has appeared subsequent to the completion of the manuscript. Unfortunately this 
new evidence cannot without substantially increasing publication costs be incorporated into the 
pters which follow this preface. The publisher, however, has generously consented to the 
inclusion of new material in this preface to the study, and for this opportunity to bring the account 
of status declarations up-to-date, I am very grateful to him. 

As I indicated in the introduction written several years ago, there is no comprehensive study 
of status declarations. That assertion remains true today, although there have been some 
publications which briefly discuss the declaration in general or deal with sp« types of 
declaration, These studies should be consulted by those who seek to understand and interpret the 
status declarations 
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In addition to these studies of the declarations, several declarations themselves have been 
published since my manuscript was edited and set. None of these declarations forces me to revise 
or change my conclusions as they were originally stated in the manuscript; in fact, one declaration 
recently published has convinced me not to change a conclusion which I had made on the basis of 
insecure and practically non-existent evidence. For convenience in reference to the discussion of 
status declarations in the following chapters, the declarations to be added to my study will be 
listed and discussed in the order found there. 














1. METROPOLITE (Chapter II) 


Chapter II, note 1 has a list of documents which make reference to the metropolite epikrisis 
but are not themselves status declarations. To this list can be added: 

PStrassb 363 (Hermopolis, 146-47 A.D.), probably a census return in which reference is 
made to an individual examined (éx1% (_) ) in a designated year. 

$B 10219 (Arsinoe, 161 A.D.) in which an individual refers to himself as ’xuexoupévos by 





a prefect in the designated year. 
POxy XLI 2981 (II century A.D.), a letter dealing with the re 
brother is advised to “clear up the matter of the official registration” (rt xe9i tiyy éxixorow). 
The list of metropolite declarations also must be augmented. Three new declarations from 
Arsinoe have been published 
PMed inv 71.44 (96-98 A.D.) = Aegyptus 54 (1974) 2 

PStrassb 385 (= PStrassb 134 of 187 A.D.) 

PStrassb 547 (161-69 A.D.) 

PStrassb 385 is a republication of PStrassb 134 on the basis of the discovery of additional 
fragments belonging to the earlier declaration. Added is the title of the official as ex-agoronomos, 
ex-gymnasiarch, and member of the epikrisis commission (0s tf é1xo{0e1). The abbreviated 
titles have been resolved as singulars, probably be ration is 
that of one official only. Since, however, other decla 
one of their sign 
(Ammonios) has been restored from PGen 18. 

In Chapter I, note 11, I suggest with reference to PStrassb 134 that the declarant may have 
been a mother for her son. The editor of PStrassb 385 indicates that the boy is to be identified as 
her slave whose name is Eros ("Egu). Unless the name requires slave status for the boy, he could 
have been her son. His status has been lost in lac ne was ’AIVEQLOY Too 
Type 

PStrassb 547 like PStrassb 385 follows the standard form for Arsinoite metropolite 
tions. A very fragmentary document, it lacks names and titles of the officials, although 
signatures in two different hands suggest that ex-gymasiarchs conducted the examination. Lost 
also are the declarants’ names and the son’s name. The surviving text begins with the declaration 
proper, with an indication that the proper credentials have been appended, Included as evidence 
of qualifi tus are enrollments in a census by declarants and their son. 

PMed inv71.44 is the most complete and interesting of these new metropolite declarations, 
It too follows the standard form defined in Chapter II, but it provides more evidence in its 
credentials section than the other declarations. Submitted by Eudaimonis (along with Horion, her 
son and guardian, since her husband Chairemon has died) for her son Dionysios, the declaration is, 
addressed to Diogas, an ex-kosmetes and member of the epikrisis commission (200s 1H) 
xotaet). It is possible, and perhaps likely. that Diogas was also identified as an ex-gymnasiarch 
the space following his listing as ex-kosmetes. All other Arsinoite declarations with this section 
preserved indicate that the officials (usually two) were ex-gymna 

The boy Dionysios has reached the proper age for examination (xoooPepnxdtos eis 
(tovxaidexaereic)). In keeping with the declarant’s inclination to provide full and detailed 
information, the boy is described as tiontos, a descriptive feature found in no other declaration of 
this type. 
he credentials section like that of PRy! II 103 and BGU I 109 is very detailed, Several 
enrollments in the census are listed, including that of the mother and her guardian son, the boy's 
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grandfather's earlier enrollment, the enrollment of Dionysios and his two sisters, and the 
registration of Dionysios év yoaupfl GepiA(xwvy (a status group which will be discussed later in this 
preface). Montevecchi has a good discussion of this evidence in the introduction to her study of 
the document. 





2. THE GYMNASIUM CLASS (Chapter IIT) 


‘The most useful recent study of the epikrisis is that of P.J. Sijpesteijn in BASP 13 (1976) 
181-90 (“Some Remarks on the Epicrisis of of dvd yuvaaiou in Oxyrhynchus”). In his remarks, 
Sijpesteijn presents an excellent discussion of the general epikrisis of 72/73 A.D. in Oxyrhynchus 
conducted by the strategos Sutorius Sosibius, the basilicogrammateus Nicandros, and their 
commission. 

Sijpesteijn (p. 183, note 14) also points out that POxy XVIII 2186 and PSIV 457 should be 
corrected in the listing of the official’s titles. Instead of ex-gymnasiarchs, the officials to whom the 
declarations were addressed were xopxcyayot, and in my list of officials for Oxyrhynchite 
gymnasium declarations the title yon vao.agyfoas should be replaced by xoyreryany ds (for this 
official see POxy XLIII 3102.2). For additional comments on POxy XVIII 2186, see P. J 
Sijpesteijn, “Some Remarks on POxy XVIII 2186, "Cd"E 51(1976) 141-45, 

‘The list of Oxyrchynchite declarations in Sijpesteijn includes three documents which have 
appeared since my chapter on the gymnasium class was written. Two are still unpublished and 
have not been seen by me, but, as Sijpesteijn indicates, they follow the standard form for 
gymnasium declarations. The third declaration has been published by Orsolina Montevecchi in 
Aegyptus 54 (1974) 29-30. These documents are: 

PMed iny 72.16 (117 A.D. = Aegyptus 54 (1974) 29-30) 

POxy inv 46 5B. 49/K (6) and (7) 

PMich inv 1935 (272 A.D.) 

PMed inv 72.16 begins in the credentials sections and includes a reference to the general 
epikrisis of 72/73 A.D. and to the yout of 4/5 A.D. The other two documents lack the reference 
to the 72/73 A.D. general census. For more information about the documents, see Sijpesteijn. 

In ZPE 24 (1977) 143-46, Orsolina Montevecchi discusses the date of PSI V 457 and 
concludes that the editor has correctly assigned it to 276 A.D. 

In my original study of the gymnasium class, I decided not to include several applications for 
registration of children in a tGEtc tv Ounhixwv (or Suoiwv), a preliminary procedure to the 
epikrisis for entrance to the gymnasium class. The existence, however, of several Oxyrhynchite 
documents recording this procedure should be noted in this study of status declarations, since the 
registrations serve the purpose of providing evidence eventually to be used in the epikrisis. 

‘These applications have been discussed and listed by Orsolina Montevecchi, “Denunce di 
nascita di greco-egizi", Aegyptus 27 (1947) 3-24, and by Paul Mertens, Les services de l'état civil 
et la contréle de la population & Oxyrhynchus au Ile siécle de notre ére (Brussels 1958) 48-65. 
Additional information can be found in several recently published documents: POxy XXVIII 
2855 (where a list of documents is given to supplement Montevecchi and Mertens); XLII 3136: 
XLII 3137; and XLIV 3183. 

The registration of the boys, who have been described in the Oxyrhynchus documents as 
Sudexddgazpos &xd yonvaoiov, took place some time before they underwent epikrisis. Ages 
vary, but frequently the boys have been registered before their tenth birthday 

In a few documents (PCornell 18; BGU XI 2120; and POxy XLII 3136), girls also have 












































been registered. A good explanation for this has been given in the introduction to POxy XLII 
3136: “The necessity for registration of girls of this class arose probably because those who 
claimed the privileged status were required to prove that they were ‘born of parents, both of the 
chma class’ (2 duporéowy yovEwy wntoorohit@v Sudexadocynorv, VIN 





metropolite twelve-dr: 
1109, X 1316, PSI X 1109) 

‘These registrations, therefore, eventually served the purpose of supporting the later claims 
of the boys to the status certified by an epikrisis. 





3. EISKRISIS: EPHEBES (Chapter VI) 


After this chapter was written, Revel Coles edited and published another eiskrisis 
declaration of the second century A.D. from Bacchias. The text can be found in “New 
Documentary Papyri from the Fayum”, JJP 18 (1974) 177-78. This deck 
half is completely missing, has the form characteristic of the declarations which I have called 
“Oxythynchite-Alexandrian”. The surviving text provides us with the name of the boy to be 
examined and with the parents’ request that steps be taken to add his name to the ephebe list 

The text of another declaration (PSI XI 1225) is improved by J.E.G. Whitehorne 
“Corrections to PSI XII 1225”, BASP 12 (1975) 122-25 

In my discussion of the status requirements of the boy’s parents, I suggested that the only 
requirement for the mother was that she be a citizen least a freedwoman. The evidence for 
the status comes both from the status declarations (where she is listed as a citizen, except in the 
Bacchias declaration where her status designation has been lost) and from extracts from the 
ephebate register (which norn 
be found in note 19 of my chapter. To that list should be added an extr 
Coles, “Extract from the Ephebate Register”, JJP 18 (1974) 178-80, Coles’ extract from the late 
second century A.D. may provide evidence for a freedwoman status for the mother. See his 
restoration in line 2 (daxe[Aevtégcr) and his discussion of the problem. 

An excellent study of the use of these certificates making up the ephebate register can be 
found in J.E.G. Whitehorne, “The Functions of the Alexandrian Ephebeia Certificate and the 
Sequence of PSI XII 1223-1225," BASP 14 (1977) 29-38. 

For the identification of the officials involved in the 
in the Akten des XIII. Internationalen Papyrologenkongresses (Marburg/Lahn 1971) 309-14 
The evidence and conclusions of that study have been repeated in this study without substantial 
changes. 
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iskrisis process, see my study published 


4. GEROUSIA DECLARATIONS (Chapter VIII) 


In addition to the documents discussed in Chapter VIII, there are five others which pertain 
to the gerousia of Oxyrhynchus. There documents are: POxy XLIII 3099-3102, all apparently 
applications to join the gerousia, and PLond inv2193=$B9901= Mertens, Les services 88-92 
(an oath concerning residents of a dwelling in Oxyrhynhus, including “Iov)tov Mnyodagov tov 
xai Xcugitovee dxegenqy Svea Ev tic nevn|Zovra ofZou yeoovaiac). 

From these new Oxyrhynchus applications we have further information about the nature 
and function of the gerousia. Ages of the applicants fall in the same broad range attested in the 
documents discussed in the chapter: 58 (3099), 53 (3100), and 63 (3101). From youngest to 














oldest all attested ages therefore are: 53 (POxy XLIII 3100), ca. 54 (PSI XII 1240), 58 (POxy 
XLII 3099), 63 (POxy XLII 3101), and 68 (PRyITV 599). Fora discussion of this range of ages, 
see POxy XLIII 3099.7 (note) where two possible explanations are given: (1) replacement of 
former members by election of new members to an organization having a fixed number of places, 
or (2) admission near the founding year of the gerousia of all who were above the minimum age 
and who possessed the required status. 

‘Two of the new Oxyrhnchite applications also indicate what may have been an important if 
not the primary function of the gerousia. In POxy XLII 3099 and 3101 the applicants indicate 
that they seek membership in the gerousia because they have reached the age at which they are 
entitled to be maintained at public expense (ty tv toepopE Vw Hhtx(av). The gerousia served 
then in the POxy editor states, to provide “an old age pension scheme” 
M.A.H.E} The Gerousia in Roman Egypt”, JEA 50 (1964) 169, also postulates that 
“the gerousia in Roman Egypt was essentially a social institution”, although he does not indicate 
any more specifically what the social function was. 

In my initial study of the gerousia declarations I noted that a Washington University papyrus 
soon to be published by Verne Schuman may have connections with the Oxyrhynchite gerous 

Iam more inclined now to interpret that list of individuals who have been examined as a 
record of veterans or other new residents in Oxyrhynchus rather than as a list of gerousia 
members. The involvement of the prefect in the examinations documented there suggests that the 
epikrisis and eiskrisis proceedings were of the same type as those discussed in Chapter V (extracts 
from epikrisis records of the prefect of Egypt). Moreover, the Roman names preserved in column 
ii are more appropriate to veterans than to native residents of Oxyrhynchus seeking gerousia 
membership. It is possible, but not likely, that column i where four entries contain ages consistent 
with gerousia applicants’ ages served a different function from column ii. Nonetheless, I prefer 
now to exclude PWash Univ inv 134 from my discussion of the gerousia. 

My study in Chapter VIII deals only with the possible existence of an Oxyrhynchite gerousia 
a status organization. For evidence concerning the Alexandrian gerousia and for a list of studies 
pout the gerousia see M.A.H.El-Abbadi, “The Gerousia in Roman Egypt”, JEA 50 (1964) 
164-69, 

















































5. CONCLUDING REMARKS 





Status declarations from Roman Egypt will undoubtedly continue to be discovered among 
the papyrus documents yet unedited and unpublished, but it appears from the evidence now 
available that little new information will come to light to alter or negate what is known and stated 
about the form and function of the declarations included in this study. For the most part, new 
declarations published since this manuscript was first written have served to corroborate what was 
then stated about form or function or they have been so fragmentary that they have merely added 
statistically to the account of the declarations. Indeed, the most noteworthy and almost the only 
addition to our understanding of the status conferred by the declarations has been the fact that the 
Oxyrhynchite gerousia included among its benefits maintenance of the aged at public expense. 

Several individuals have assisted me or offered encouragement to me in my attempt to 
understand and interpret status declarations. Of them, I owe most to my teacher and colleague, 
Dr. Verne B. Schuman, who has helped me understand how meaningful and important a proper 
and thorough study of ancient documents can be. For his instruction and guidance I am deeply 
grateful. 
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STATUS DECLARATIONS 
IN ROMAN EGYPT 








Introduction 


About a hundred papyrus documents dated in the first three centuries A.D. refer to 
processes of examination in Egypt to determine an individual's right to a particular status. These 
processes were called epikrisis (étixo.ic) and eiskrisis (etoxquotc). The examination in each of 
these processes was initiated on behalf of the person who sought the new status by himself or by 
someone (parent, guardian, or in the case of slaves, owner) acting on his behalf. Formal 
application was made to a government agency or official in charge of processing these requests. 
There followed an examination of the applicant, verification of the information presented, and 
then either the recording of the applicant's name on an official register or the issuance of a 
certificate acknowledging that the applicant was properly qualified for and thereby admitted to 



























the status for which application had been made. In this study, the form and function of the 


different types of status declarations have been defined and described on the basis of the evidence 
provided by papyrus documents. 

There are several reasons for engaging in a study of this kind, First, there i 
comprehensive study of status declarations.’ At best there are only a few historians or 
papyrologists who have devoted a chapter or portion of a chapter to the declarations in their 
description of Egypt in the Roman period.? None of these is comprehensive, and some are now 
‘outdated or erroneous. There are also some brief comments by the editors of the various 
but these are usually too limited in nature to include all significant aspects of the 
processes or to present comparative studies with other documents. A general study, and 
especially one incorporating all the latest accounts, should be of interest and value to all who study 
Roman Egypt and Roman provincial administration. 

In the second place, this study incorporates material not only from all relevant published 
texts but also from PWashUniv inv 134, an unpublished papyrus document which furnishes 
additional information about the epikrisis. This text, an early third century A.D. document from 








as yet, no 





document 








1. In PBon 19 (Milan 1935), Orsolina Montevecchi 
indicated an interest in compiling such a study of epikrisis 
declarations, but so far no such study has appeared. 


Augustus 10 Diocletian (Princeton 1938) 109-12 
(bereatter= Wallace); Jean Bingen, ““Déclarations pour 








2. See Carl Wessely, “Epikrisis, eine Untersuchung zur 
SBWien 142 (1900) 1-40 





hellenistschen Amtssprache,’ 
(hereafter=Wessely); Pierre Jouguet, “ENIKPIZIZ,” Bull 
SocAlex 14 (1912) 203-14 (hereafter = Jouguet, BullSocAlex); 
Jean Lesquier, Liarmée romaine d'Bgypte d’Auguste & 
Diociétien (Cairo 1918) chapter 4 (hereatter=Lesquier, 
‘Armée romaine); G. Méautis, Hermoupolis-la-Grande 
(Lausanne 1918) 62-76; S.L, Wallace, Taxation in Egypt from 














'Erierisis”, CaE 61 (1956) 109-17 (bereafter = Bingen); Paul 
Mertens, Les services de I'état civil et Je contrdle de la 
population & Oxyrhynchus au Ile siécle de notre ére (Brussels 
1958) 99-128 (hereafter = Mertens) 

Studies of eiskrisisare much fewer in number. In addition to 
the general works listed above, see also Pierre Jouguet, “Sur 
Véphebie dans Egypte gréco-romaine, “RevPhil 34 (1910) 
43-56 and H.I. Bell, "Records of Entry Among the Ephebi 
JEA 12 (1926) 245-4 

















STATUS DECLARATIONS IN ROMAN EGYPT 


Oxyrhynchus, is a list of males who have submitted to an epikrisis. Of special interest in this 
document are the ages of those examined, the possible function of the list, and the government 
officals responsible for conducting and recording the examinations. Since the the papyrus has not 
been published, this information has not been incorporated in any previous discussion of status 
declarations, 

Finally, and most important, a careful study of status declarations is nece: 
understand fully the nature and significance of status in Roman Egypt. That status was eagerly 
sought and rigidly controlled is documented by the frequent mention of it in Gnomon of the Idios 
Logos (BGU V 1). Again and again this document reveals to us how important proper status was 
for claiming an inheritance or receiving other rights of citizenship.’ The importance of status is 
demonstrated also by the regularity with which those in Roman Egypt who possessed it identified 
themselves in terms of their status. Studies such as those by Bickermann and Oates have focused 
our attention on the use of status designations.“ From status declarations we can discover not only 
that status was highly prized and eagerly claimed, but also we can determine further the processes 
by which status was acquired or certified, the qualifications and regulations governing the 
granting of status, some of the spheres of private and public life affected by possession of status, 
and the rights and privileges extended as a result of status. Status declarations therefore ai 





ary if we are to 


























major source of information about the nature and conditions of status in Roman Egypt 
3. Among the pertinent sections of the Gnomon are: 13. serious fine. See also sections 45,46, and 47 
the children ofan aste and alien have status and cannot inherit 4, Elias Bickermann, “Beitrige zur antiken Urkundenges: 





from their mother 






‘of an aste and Egyptian chichte, 1; Der Heimatsvermerk und die staatsrechtliche 
ns:39, whena Roman (either _Stellung der Hellenen im Ptolemfischen Aegypten, “ArchP 8 
sex) unwittingly marries someone of inferior status (a (1927) 216-39 and Jobo F. ¢ 1s Designation: 
Egyptian), their children have the status of the inferior MEPEHE, THE EMIFONHE,” YCS 18 (1963) 1-129, 

and 44. fr an Egyptian to enrollhisson as an ephebe involved a 


















Chapter I 


Epikrisis: The Historical Perspective 


Among the first to comment on and attempt to define epikrisis were Theodor Mommsen, 
Otto Fiebiger, Paul Viereck, and Ulrich Wilcken, all of whom saw only a military purpose for it.! 
Emixexousévor were either new recruits (or young men liable to military service) or veterans who 
through this examination were securing the privileges granted at their discharge from service. 

This restricted and mistaken view of the epikrisis documents as nothing but records of 
military examinations arose because the documents published earliest were extracts from the 
‘ds of the epikrisis proceedings (#% tuov émixoiaev)' of veterans before the prefe: 
red. an 
























official rec 
of Egypt or his deputies. Thus, when epikrisis documents concerning teenaged boys appe 
attempt was made to relate their examination to some military end. Although the epikrisis of such 
thirte 
place them on military enrollment lists, it was assumed that this was the prim 
e connected with and made 











n and fourteen year old boys never specifically stated that the procedure was designed to 





ry use to which the 








information would be put, and the fact that these documents w 
frequent mention of the fourteen year census in Egypt (d-toygaqn)),’ from which compilation of 
the poll-tax' list was made, did not seem to suggest that they served exclusively a non-military 








1. Theodor Mommsen, CI 111 suppl 3 (Berlin 1893) (Leipzig 1912) 192-208 (hereafter= Wilcken, Grundeige) 





2007, says: “éxinoious dilectus videtur esse miltum.”" Otto Wallace 96-L15. For the most complete recent study of 
Fiebiger, "De classium Ttalicarum historia et institutis,” subject and for bibliography see: Marcel Hombert and Claite 
with Mommsen that Préaux, Recherches sur le Revensement dans Egypte romaine 





LeipaStid 1S (1894) 423, disagre 
txinouog “esse militum dilectum.” Fiebiger, who defines vol V of PLugdBat (Leiden 1952) (hereafter=Hombert 





















tniugiorg as “probatio” and “confirmatio.” states that the aux, Recherches). The are oixiav dxoyoc can be dated 
process involved only veterans seeking to establish their rights back to at least 33/34 A.D. (SB $661) according to 
after discharge from the army. Paul Vieretk, “Die acgyptische  Hombert-Préaux, Recherches 47-52. Wilcken, Grundziige 
Steuereinschitzungs-commission in rem. Zeit,” Philologus $2 (1912) 192, following Grenfell and Hunt (POxy 11 254), states 
(1893) 243, made reference to “cine Eingabe [BGU1109]an that 19/20 A.D. is the earliest documentary evidence for the 
einen oder mebrere Beamte, wie es scheint, gewesene cer 

Gymnasiarchen, welche mit der éxinovois, det Prifung der See Wilcken, Ostraka 1 (1899) 230-49, and Grundrige 
Militipflichtigen au thun hatten.” Ulrich Wileken, “ATIO- (1912) $3-65, 189; F.G. Kenyon, Greek Papyri in the British 
TPA@AI", Hermes 28 (1893) 250. (hereafter=Wilk Museum It (London 1898), introduction 10 PLond Il 257 
Hermes) and Griechische Ostraka aus Aegypten und Nubien! _(hereafter™=Kenyon, Greek Papyri); Pierre Jouguet, La vie 
(Leipzig 1899) 448 (hereafter=Wilcken, Ostraka), expressed municipal dans 'Egypte romaine (Paris 1911) 76tt 
the view that the military epikrsis served to identify youngmen (hereafter—Jouguet, Vie municipale); Claire Préaux, Les 





recs de la collection Charles-Edwin Wilbour au Musée 

Brookiyn (New York 1935) 28-40; Wallace (1938) 116-34: 
For axayoaqii, see: Ulrich Wilcken, “Arsinoiticche HLL. Bell, “The Constitutio Antoniniana and the Egyptian 

Steuerprofessionen aus dem Jahre 189 n. Chr. und verwandte  Poll-Tax,” JRS37 (1947) 17-23; V. Teherikover, “Syntaxisand 

Urkunden,” SBBer! 35 2 a." urPap 4 (1950) 179-208, 

(1893) 230-51; Ulrich Wileken, Gr 





eligible for military service 


2. Infra, Chapter V 











Wilcken, Hermes Laos 
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purpose. In fact, these documents were actually offered as corroboration for the theory that boys 
were already at age fourteen registered for future military service. It was implied by Wilcken* that 
a fundamental distinction existed between boys classified as Aaoyeaqoupevor and those 
registered as éxixexousévor. The Aaoygapotuevor were an inferior class consisting mainly of 
native Egyptians who were therefore not liable to legionary service in the army; the 
émxexousévou, on the other hand, were superior by virtue of their Greek ancestry or nationality 
and were eligible for military service as well as tax privileges 

Paul Meyer in 1897 also classified the epikrisis documents pertaining to young boys 
primarily as military documents, although he was the first to recognize and stress their connection 
with the poll-tax. According to Meyer, the word éc(xowic was used to depict two different 
processes. The first was that already defined by Mommsen — the mustering out of veterans (BGU 
1113, 142, 143, 265; 11 447). The second kind of epikrisis, however, dealt with teenaged boys or 
slaves and led to their inscription on a list of persons (1) exempt from the poll-tax and therefore 
(2) qualified for military service. Meyer still insisted on seeing some military purpose for the latter 
kind of documents, even though F.G. Kenyon in the preceding year (1895/96) had defined this 
type of epikrisis document as a “list of privileged persons exempted from the poll-tax” without 
any mention of military nature or purpose.’ 

A major advance in arriving at the proper understanding of the epikrisis was made in 1898 
by F.G. Kenyon with the publication of PLond II 260 (pp. 42-S3) and 261 (pp. 53-61). For the 
first time (aside from Kenyon’s brief notice in the Archeological Report of the Egypt Exploration 
Fund of 1895/96) the epikrisis of young men was interpreted apart from enrollment of a mi 
nature. Kenyon, who qualified his remarks with a reminder that he was not sure exactly what the 
phrase meant, said of epikrisis: 




















tary 





It is evidently a form of enrolment, which those who were liable to it underwent at the age of 
fourteen or, in some cases, between that age and ten. It stands in some definite relation to the 
xart oixiay éxoyoaqy).. One important fact to be noted in the present document is that the 
names of the persons recorded as énxoufévees are all Greek. Exixo.oic would consequently 
appear to be a process whereby certain persons of Greek birth were marked off from the rest of 
the population for some purpose or purposes connected with the census, 














In the year following Kenyon’s rejection of a purely military epikrisis, Grenfell and Hunt 
Published the first of several epikrisis documents from Oxyrhynchus (POxy Il 257 — 94-95 
A.D.). They concluded that Kenyon seemed “right in rejecting the theory that the éxixouoic was 
always a military institution and in drawing a sharp contrast between the éixo.otc of recruits for 











5. Hermes (1893) 249-51 boys described as haoyoagotweven (261. 28-244), and (3) boys 
6. Paul Meyer, “Aus dgyptischen Urkunden,” Philologus from either of these two categories whose births had been 





56 (1897) 206-16, This twofold understanding of the epikrisis 
was advanced also by Meyer in Heerwesen der Ptolemaer und 
Romer in Agypten (Leipzig 1898) 109-26, 229-31 
(hereatter=Meyer, Heerwesen), 

Kenyon, Greek PapyriIl (1898) 44. PLond 1 260 (pp. 
42-53) and 261 (pp. $3-61) area list of men and boys arranged 
in four parts, The first (260. 14-80) includes only adult males 
listed by name with a statement appended that they had passed 
through the epikrisis in a certain year, Parts two through four 
contain the names of boys below fourteen divided into three 
categories: (1) boys described as xoxo (260. 81-195), (2) 














reported during the current year (261. 245-77). This division, 
Kenyon po {I money mentioned in 
the other parts ofthe documents cleurly shows that they served 
financial, not a military purpose. See also Carl Wessely 
Arsinoitisehe Verwaltungsurkunden vom Jahre 72/3 nach 
Chr. Studien 4 (1905) 58-83, where PLondi1 260 and 261 are 
reprinted along with a document (Papyrus Ercheraog Rainer,n0 
inventory mumber listed) which was once part ofthe same roll 
Among the categories added by this text are listings of Romans, 
Alexandrian, freedmen, slaves, and Jews. 





ts out, along with the sums 
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military purposes and the éxtxo.oic of boys nearing the age of fourteen who on various grounds 
claimed to be partly or wholly exempt from poll-tax”.* 

‘Thus from 1893 to 1900, epikrisis had come to signify two distinct processes for young boys 
in Egypt—one leading to enrollment in the army and the other resulting in financial advantages 
regarding payment of the poll-tax. The latter type of epikrisis, the fi or fiscal,’ was rather 
fully defined by this time. Kenyon, with some opposition from Wilcken, had determined that 
males only underwent the epikrisis before or during their fourteenth year in which they would 
have to pay the poll-tax. Eligibility for a reduction of or exemption from the tax was determined 
by the privileged status of the applicant’s father (or owner) and mother (through her father), Such 
privileged status could be based on descent on both sides from (1) xdtorxor, the descendents of a 
privileged class of settlers, (2) gymnasiarchs, and (3) pytgorohita Sudexddoayuor, citizens of 
the metropolis of Oxyrhynchus (or other nomes) who paid a reduced rate of tax." Furthermore, 
slaves of those who were privileged were subject to the poll-tax but could receive remission of it 
by virtue of their owner's status. Women, however, were not subject to either the tax or the 
epikrisis, 

From 1900 to 1918 no significant advance were made in arriving at a correct understanding 
of the epikrisis. Although studies of or remarks about the process were offered by Carl Wessely, 
Paul Meyer, Wilhelm Schubart, Jean Lesquier, Pierre Jouguet, and Ulrich Wilcken," and 
although Grenfell and Hunt published three more Oxyrhynchus epikrisis texts,” discussion of the 























Grenfell and Arthur S. Hunt, The 
1899) 220 (in their 


8, Bernard P, 
‘Oxyrhynchus Papyri I (London 
introduction to POxy 11 257) 

9, For this summary ofthe fiscal epikrisis, the information 
has been drawn from both Kenyon's remarks about PLond Il 
257, 260, and 261 and Grenfell and Hunt's introduction t0 
POsy 11 257. This interpretation of a twofold epikrisis i 
cesentially that which appeared in RE 10 (Stuttgart 1907) 
121-23 (6x, tnixquong by J. Ochler) 

10, ‘These three categories and the qualfic 
privileges are discussed below where all pertinen 
‘analysed. For the metropolites, see Chapter 

archs, Chapter IM; and for the wérowxo, Ch 
Wessely (1900) carefully distinguished between 
military and fiscal documents. Paul Meyer, “Ober C. Wessely 
Epilkrisis, * BerlPhilWoch 21 (1901) 243-44, simply repeated 
the position he had taken in Heerwesen (1898) that all epikrisis 
documents had some military function, although he began to 
‘categorize the documents into three types: those of the 
‘xécouo, the gymnasium class, and the metropolites. Wilhelm 
Schubart, “Ober Paul Meyer, Heerwesen,”” ArchP 2 (1902) 
156, firmly advocated a strict separation between fiscal and 
military epikriss. Jean Lesquier, “Le Recrutement de "Armée 
romaine d'Egypte, “RevPhil 28 (1904) $-32, taking the same 
position as Schubart, asserted that entry tothe three privileged 
fiscal classes depended on descent from a xdvooos, a 
gymnasiarch (as Grenfell and Hunt had already asserted in 
POxy 11257), or parents assessed at the twelve drachma poll-tax 
rate in the metropolis, and defined as functions of the military 
epikrsis enrollment, discharge, and change of unit. Pierre 
Jouguet, “Chronique des Papyrus,” REA 7 (1908) 277,merely 
summarized the main points of view and concluced that 
seemingly there were two separate processes-military and fis 
Later, in Vie municipale (1911) 77-85, he returned to the 























































subject and discussed mainly the fiscal epikrisi He stated there 
that of dd youvaoiow meant “persons who frequent the 
ymnasiom” not “those descended from gymnasiarchs," and 
although he hinted that this class could be non-financ 
ature, he still saw it essentially as a financial class closely 
related t0 the other two. Ulrich Wileken, wha in Hermes had 
spoken only of a military epikrisis, went on in Grundziige to 
‘Mentify both military and a non-military (or fiscal) epikriss, 
and be admitted finally that the non-military had some function 
Telated to status and the separation of Hellenic eultue {rom the 
Egyptian. The éxtcenouutvor were the privileged inhabitants of 
Eppta the haoyqagoxuevor, the 
native Egyptians, Jouguet again in BullSocAlex (1912) 203-14 
discussed the epikrisis, this time concentrating an one of the 
so-called military records—a réyios Exuxgloran. This document 
(PAlex = SB5217— 148 A.D.) whichspeaks ofthe epikrisixof 
omans, feedmen, and slaves did not have a military function 


























4 stood in sharp contrast 











at all 

12. POxy IIL 478 (132 A.D., published in 1903); POxy 
XII 1451 (175 A.D.) and 1452 (127-28 A.D., pisblished in 
1916). Grenfell and Hunt in commenting on POxyXIL 1451 and. 
1452 admitted that Jouguet was right in interpreting ol éxd 
rouvaoiow as “those belonging to the gymnasium class." They 
Stated also that membership in this class seemed to provide 
something other than poll-tax reduction or remission and that 
the class probably furnished local officials for the metropolis 
POxy XII 1451 otfered another interesting fact about epikrisis, 
{for in an epikrsis before the prefect of Egypt, aneleven year old 
irl was examined with her twenty-three (?) year old brother 
Wessely (1900) 8 had called attention tothe verso of BGUI 113 
(140 A.D.) where it seems that a daughter is mentioned along 
‘with her father, veteran, as having undergone the epikrisis See 
also PHamb 31 (103 A.D.), where a Veteran is associated with 
his son and daughter in an epikrisis 
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process continued to show that the documents generally were classified as either military or fiscal 

‘A major change in the interpretation of the epikrisis was advocated by Jean Lesquier in 
1918 in his indispensable study of the Roman army in Egypt.” Lesquier advanced the startling 
theory that there was absolutely no military epikrisis, strictly speaking. In order to establish his 
theory, he re-evaluated the documents cited by himself earlier and by his predecessors as 
illustrative of three types of military epikrisis 

In 1904, Lesquier had identified BGU I 143 (159 A.D.) as the record of the epikrisis of a 
new recruit who was accompanied by his father as guarantor of his son’s physical condition, status, 
and identity. After further study of the text and consideration of what Wessely and Grenfell and 
Hunt"* had said about it, Lesquier now chose to identify BGU 1 143 as simply an epikrisis to 
establish personal status for the boy. The only connection this document had with the army was to 
be found in the official conducting the examination. Crispus was the commander of the 
Alexandrine fleet, but this did not mean that he was inducting or registering the boy for military 
service. It simply meant that the prefect had delegated the duty of conducting the epikrisis to a 
deputy. 

Another document used to demonstrate the use of the epikrisis for recruitment was POxy 1 
39 (52 A.D.), in which a weaver named Tryphon presumably was excused from military service 
because of bad eyesight. This, too, Lesquier asserted, had been misinterpreted.” Properly 
speaking, the term dxékvots used in connection with Tryphon had a financial, not a military 
meaning.” 

Furthermore, BGUI 142 (159 A.D.),also previously misinterpreted by Lesquier himself as 
epikrisis on the occasion of transfer from one military unit to another,'* was reinterpreted as 
the declaration of a veteran who having served in Syria wanted now to retire in Egypt, but had not 
yet received his diploma. This finally led Lesquier to conclude that no text at all established the 
existence of an epikrisis leading to enrollment in the army or change of unit."” 

‘There was, therefore, in Roman Egypt only one kind of epikrisis, according to Lesquier, and 
the so-called ‘‘military” epikrisis of veterans was only a particular example of a general kind of 
examination. For veterans, the process certified their rights to certain privileges—citizenship, 
land, legal marriage, and various kinds of immunities; for Romans, the process certified thei 
privileged status, and, in the case of those Roman citizens moving to Egypt to settle there, it 
registered them as privileged Roman citizens; for Alexandrians, the process certified receipt of 
Roman citizenship and the privileges attending that. This recognition of personal status had 
several possible results, including fisc: d political, but there has not appeared any 
conclusive evidence that military recruitment or transfer resulted from the epikris 



























































13. Armée romaine, 
14. RevPhil 20. Wileken, Chrestomathie $37, tied this 
document "Ein Rekrutenschein eines Flottensoldaten,” and 


Meyer, Heerwesen 123, also accepted it as a military 
enrollment. 
15, Westely (1900) 3; Grenfell and Hunt, The 


‘Oxyrhynchus Papyri XII (1916) 151, where they state: “BGU 
143 we regardasa certificate that Marcellin had undergone an 
cpicrisis similar to that described in 1451 [POxy XII 1451, 
Where the object is, perhaps, certification for a change in 
residence] 

16, By Wilcken, Chrestomathie $38: “Belreiung eines 
Augenkranken vom Heeresdienst," and Meyer, Heerwesen 
124, On the other hand, Wessely (1900) 3-4, had identified this 
as an epikrisis certifying exemption from a liturgy because of 


Tryphon's infirmity. Grenfell and Hunt agreed in POxy XI 
1452. "We now prefer to repard it, with Wessely, as referring to 
a discharge from a liturgy of some kind,” although originally (in 
the introduction to POxy 139, p. 83) they identified i as “copy 
of a release from liability to military service 





17. Armée romaine 159. "Axdhwous here means exemp: 
tion (Irom a liturgy probably). The term i used also in reference 
to priests who have been granted exemption from poll-tax. See 
below Chapter VIL, p. 62. 

18, RevPhil 21. For the same view, see also Wilcken, 
Chrestomathie S38 and Meyer, Heerwesen 123. Again 
‘Wessely (1900) 3, 28-29 had already stated that this was 
‘pon- military 





19, Armée romaine 162. 


EPIKRISIS: THE HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE 7 


For several years no significant studies or documents relating to the epikrisis appeared, and 
the interpretation of Lesquier went unnoticed or unchallenged. When finally in 1930 Elias 
Bickermann took up the topic of the epikrisis he generally accepted what Lesquier had 
determined and did not list the military as one of the categories for the epikrisis. Instead 
Bickermann chose to identify two different kinds of epikrisis — the Alexandrian and the 
Egyptian.” 

The first type, called “die alexandrinische Epikrisis” or “die Epikrisis der ‘commentarii’” 
was executed through the prefect of Egypt or his deputy. It dealt with Romans and Alexandrians 
(of both sexes),”' their relatives, their freedmen, and their slaves, and led to the issuance of a 
certificate or passport which identified them and certified their right to certain privileges. Unlike 
the second type of epikrisis, this was freely sought and entered into by those who needed it to 
enjoy whatever privileges it granted them in Egypt. 

“Die digyptische Epikrisis", or “die Epikrisis der Deklarationen” was accomplished through 
local officials in the nomes or villages, and it pertained only to those living in the gq. Thirteen 
year old boys in their respective social groups” underwent this epikrisis by order of the strategus. 

was issued to them; their names, however, were recorded in the local government 














No certificate 
record office on lists which identified their rights and dutie: 

Neither of these processes, according to Bickermann, led to a new status civitatis. They 
merely specified the rights and/or duties which properly belonged to those who underwent the 
epikrisis. In effect, the major purpose served by the processes was that of proper administration or 
control of the population — permanent and transient 

S.L. Wallace's Taxation in Egypt was published in 1938 and became a standard reference 
work for those ion in Roman Egypt. In addition to descriptions of the census and 
the poll y also dealt with the epikrisis. He noted that the opinion of Wessely 
“that epicrisis meant an examination to determine the civic status of any person, of either sex, 
slave or free, of any age, conducted by accredited representatives of the government, is now 
almost universally accepted”, and in defining the purpose of this examination Wallace said that it 
was “in many cases military, but in all cases the result was a permanent record of the proof of 
Roman citizenship which entitled the holder of it to exemption from payment of the poll-tax in 
Egypt” 

Of those classes eligible for the epikrisis, the xdérouxot were viewed by Wallace in a most 
interesting way, for contrary to previous beliefs, he felt that the xd:to.xo1 probably were taxed." 






























unzgonodixan. The distinction between them, however, is not 
always clear. In fact, Bickermann wonders whether or not the 
first two represent the same group in different places inasmuch 


20, Elias Bickermann, “Beitrige zur antiken Urkun 
dengeschichte," ArchP | 9 (1930) 24-46 (here. 


alter Bickermann). O.W. Reinmuith, The Prefect of Egypt 


from Augustus to Diocletian, Beibeft 34 of Klio Leipzig 1935) 
73 also was careful not to identity a military epikrisis. Of the 
documents labeled # xno énixoioewy. he stated: “The full 
explanation of this epicrisis cannot as yet be given." On p. 123, 
he indicated that he was very sure one of the reasons for 
‘examination of veterans was “Yo determine their status with a 
view to the privileges to which they were entitled atthe close of 
their service.” 

21, Though Bickermann does not specify that veterans 
were included in this category it seems obvious from his 
description of it that it represents the & xouou éxuxgioeiry 
documents in which veterans are frequently mentioned as 
applicants to the prefect for epikriss. 

2. Bickermann, as others before him, refers to three 
‘groups — the xdrowo, of xd ywpvasiow, and the 








asonly one of the terms appears consistently in the documents of 
‘metropolis (in Arsinoe, only xétowio; in Oxyrhynchus, only 
of dxd ywvaoiow). See Bickermann 37-43 and infra, Charter 
IL, “Epikrisis: of 108 youvaotov and Chapter IV, “Epikrisis: 
of drr0.40% 

23. With reference to the Alexandrian, Bickermann 
speaks of the “passport” or certificate “der den Lokalbehérden 
die Ausiibung der Bevdtkerungskontrolle gewiss stark 
erleichterte™ (p. 35). He says also on p. 35: “Die igyptische 
Epikrisisstellte nur eine Erginzungskontrolle det Zensusakten 
Gar, die zwischen den Schatzungen fiir bestimmte 
Bevolkerungsgruppen vorgenommen wurde.” 

24. Wallace 109. 

25. Ibid. 117-18. Kenyon in his introduction to PLond It 
260 (pp. 42ff.) had asserted thatthe xézvoxno as Enexenguitvor 
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Moreover, the xétorzor in Arsinoe, as Bickermann had already suggested, most likely 
corresponded to the class identified as of &xd youvaoiou in Oxyrhynchus and Hermopolis. As 
such, both classes were not even totally distinct from the metropolites. 











The distinction between of xd yunvastov and the wteozohixat in Oxyrhynchus was social 
and was connected with the privileges accruing from the ephebia. I believe that the distinction 


between the catoeci and ol Gxd Tic urtooxdhews in the Arsinoite nome was similar.” 





By 1938, most of the documents dealing with the epikrisis had been published and the 
interpretations offered by Wilcken, Kenyon, Meyer, Lesquier, and Wallace apparently seemed 
sufficient. Up to 1956, the remarks offered by papyrologists concerning this topic were generally 
short and appeared in conjunction with the publication of new epikrisis accounts.”” 

In 1956, Jean Bingen revised Wallace's list of texts containing declarations for the epikrisis 
(excluding those & topov éxuxloewy). This list is complete and correct up to 1956." In addition, 
Bingen published the texts of two Brussels papyri, one of which helped him reconstruct a very 
fragmentary text published by Schubart (PErl 31 — after 212 A.D.) 

The most helpful study of the epikrisis since Lesquier’s of 1918 and Wessely’s of 1900 and 
the most recent one is that of Paul Mertens in 1958, Unfortunately, Mertens limited his work to 
the Oxyrhynchus documents of the third century A.D. in keeping with the scope of his study. He 
himself lamented that no general study of the epikrisis has been made and indicated that this 
would be out of place in his book.” Included in his chapter on the epikrisis is an extremely brief 
summary of previous views showing how papyrologists gradually shifted from a purely military 
interpretation to one which included the financial aspect. The contention of Lesquier that no 
military epikrisis at all existed has not been adequately answered, Mertens asserted, for 
Bickermann refused to confront it and Wallace seems to have ignored it, Merten: 
stated that the scope of his own work did not permit him to deal with the unanswered problem 

The major part of Mertens’ chapter on the epikrisis is devoted toa study of the third century 
Oxyrhynchus documents which are described under two headings: (1) “épicrisis des métropolites 
& douze drachmes” and (2) “épicrisis des cid There is, he argued, a fundamental 
distinction between these two categories although the documents exhibit many similarities in 
form.” 
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ywuvacion™. 


ns defined the form which 
nd tried 





For the first category, the ytoonohirar Sod_exddoayuor, Mert 
the documents take and tried to explain the variations in this form, Eventually he asked 





and not haoyoagorjevor were freed {rom payment of taxes 
The samme postion was taken by Wilcken in Hermes 249; 
Grundziige 189; Grenfell and Hunt, The Oxyrhynchus Papyritl 
(1899) 220. Wallace, however, pointed out that a person could 
be éxixenounévos and at the same time haoyearrotyiever since 
the epikrisis did not always mean total exemption from the tax 
Hence, the wétornn could very well have been taxed at a 
reduced rate 

26, Wallace 118, See Bickermann 37-43. 

27. This was true of André Bataille, “Un papyrus 
‘Clermont-Ganneau appartenant A ’Académie des Inscriptions, 
‘HluePap 4 (1950) 327-39, where he comments about two 
documents indentitied as Papyrus Clermont-Ganneau a and b 

SB9227 and SB9224). In this article he speaks of a military 
character for b (= SB 9228), but by this he means only that the 
r6jiog éxoiplorar speaks of veterans who made decia 
‘order to establish their privileged status and that of their 
families. See also Marcet Hombert's review of this in Cu'E 52 
(1951) 426f. Hombert-Préaus, Recherchesdevoted some space 
































to the epikriss in their work on the census in Roman Egypt. In 
effect they accepted Wallace's position onthe financial epikrisis 
which, among other things, held thatthe x4zotor paid poll-tax 
at a reduced rate (p. 105) 

28. Bingen (1956) 109-17. Previous lists had been drawn, 
vp by Bickermann (p, 30) and Wallace (pp. 403-05), Bingen’s 
list on pp. 116-17 excludes some irrelevant taxes included by 
both Bickermana and Wallace and adds some texts which have 
appeared since their studies. See infra in the appropriate 
chapters complete lists ofall texts forthe various categories of 
the epikrsis 

29, Mertens 99. 

Tid. 100. 
31. Mbid. 101. Lesquier, Armée romaine 175-201 had 
argued that they were identical. Common traits identified by 
Mertens were their 














terminology and their origin at 
approximately the same time. The main difference between 
them is to be found in the proofs offered by the declarants, 
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to answer this question: What is a metropolite? His answer included the following definition: “Le 
turoomoAlmes est une personne domiciliée officiellement dans un quartier de la métropole, dont 
elle est pleinement originaire; c'est somme toute un indigene reconnu.”* Mertens saw this class as 
essentially hereditary, and he believed that a list was once drawn up identifying the first 
metropolites. Exactly when this happened is not certain, although it may have been either when 
the poll-tax was initially imposed or on the occasion of a general epikrisis.”* The privilege granted 
was a reduced tax (from sixteen to twelve drachmas), and such a reduction probably was the 
major reason for severely limiting the number of metropolites. Too many privileged tax payers 
would have diminished the revenue to a dangerous degree. There is, according to Mertens, no 
easily identifiable explanation for the disappearance of this kind of document early in the third 
century (the last Oxyrhynchus document of this category is dated by him in 215/16). The word 
unteorodims no longer occurs, although the adjective 5adexédoayuos is still used late in the 
third century. One possible explanation is that the Constitutio Antoniniana of 212 A.D. which 
conferred a grant of Roman citizenship made the distinction no longer necessary."* 

‘This same procedure is followed for the epikrisis of those dd yunvaoiov. After identifying 
the pertinent documents from third century Oxyrhynchus, Mertens defined the form of these and 
discussed variations in that form, He pointed to the more exact and extensive proof of identit 
required for this class as indication of its existence apart from that of the metropolites. One reason 
for the stricter requirements was that “the advantages of the Helleni 
reserved.”* Mertens seems to agree with Bickermann that one of the special advantages of 
g to this class was the privilege of assuming municipal functions, In fact, he suggested that 
magistrates were ordinarily chosen from this category.” This fact helps to explain why we find no 
documents of this kind conferring that status on slaves or freedmen, whereas these latter groups 
are found in the class of the metropolites. Slaves or freedmen were to have no part whatsoever in 
the privileges available to those who belonged to the gymnasium class. 

Mertens’ careful study is the latest major consideration of the epikrisis and of status 
ations in general, but despite its value it is too brief and limited in scope to cover all the 
status documents extant. Since new evidence seems to be brought to light more and more 
infrequently, it is now time for these records to be reevaluated, classified, and interpreted. 

To accomplish this, we intend to discuss each status document in terms of its form and its, 
function. By identifying the formal characteristics of the documents and classifying them by type 
we will be able to extract as much information as possible from them and we will enable future 
editors of such documents to identify and reconstruct more readily the texts at their disposal. By 
discussing the function of the documents we hope we will provide answers for problems yet 
unresolved and correct some of the careless, uninformed, or inadequate interpretations given 
today by those who have accepted without reservation or investigation the views of earlier 
interpreters of status declara 























culture were jealously 
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32, Mertens 108. says is mideading and probably erroneous. Although Wallace 
33, Thid, 110. Mertens does grant that the title and had demonstrated that the upper age for payment of the poll-tax 
privileges of this group could have been bestowed honoris c ‘was most likely sixty-two, Neumann lists only sixty as the 














for some noteworthy benefaetion oF victory ‘maximum. Furthermore, Neumann identifies functions ofthe 
Si bad, 111-12. More willbe said about this theory infra military epikrsis “der Einstellung der Rekruten, der 
n Chapier Ml “Epikrisis: The Metopolites. Abweisung von Untauglichen und Versetzungen.” He does 
38. Ibid, 116 fant that Lesquier had disputed these as functions of the 
36. Ibid. 121, 125, See Bickermann 39-40. *pikrsis, but makes na comment for or agains this position The 
37, Not all yecent interpreters have been careful of entry gives evidence of too much dependence on Wiicken and 
thorough Alfred Richard Neumann, “éxivguas.” Der Kleine not enough consideration of subsequent views or the epikriss 
Pauly 2 (Stuttgart 1967) cols 311-12, regrettably bases his documents themselves 


remarks on secondary material no later than 19185 and what he 











Chapter IT 


The Metropolites 


‘The most numerous kind of epikrisis documents are those which record declai 





ions on 


behalf of young men Gxd untoorddews. All of those documents extant and published are 


included in the following list: 


ARSINOE 
AD. 90-91 PBrux iny E 8017 (by parents) 
121 BGU 1 109 = BL I, p. 20 (by parents) 
134 PRyl I 103 = Sel Pap 314 (by brother) 
138.61 PRyl Il 279 (by mother) 
141 PGrenf It 49 (by parents) 
148 PGen 19 (by parents) 


1. See Bingen 116-17 for the exclusion of irrelevant 
documents which had been listed by Bickermann 30 and 
‘Wallace 403-05, Texts rightly omitted from the declaration lists 
ate: (1) PCuiePreis 10 (138-61 A.D.) which had been assigned 
by Bickermann to Arsinoe, but is too fragmentary 10 classly 
With certainty. The reference to the census (2exoygay}) seems 
to have been the reason for its Arsinoite attribution by 
Bickermann. Ifitisa declaration, I would suggest rather that itis 
‘Onyrhynchite because of the oath form (Symbw ti eipI¥ of 
emperor N. dinO¥ x xgovevequutva— see below the 
Oxyrhynchite form); (2) PSIXIL 1240 SB 7 989 (222 A.D.) 
which is a gerousia declaration (see below Chapter VIII); (3) 
POny Il 288 (22-25 A.D.) and 314 (early first century A.D.) 
both of which have at the end acopy of an extract from an earlier 
epikrisis account giving the names and ages of the male 
members of the family; (4) PSI XI 1287 = SB 7990 (third 
century A.D.) and PSI Il 164 (287 A.D.) both from 
‘Oxyrhynchus and both records of éveryeaqyin an amphodon by 
boys who are described as Sudendidoerios and &nd yopevaniow 
and (5) PSEX 1109 (93-94 A.D.), a declaration on oath tothe 
strategus of Oxyrhynchus by the guardian of a boy who has 
undergone epikrisis that both the boys" father and maternal 

andather were Bexbendidoayjion. There are extant, in addition 
to these texts and the declarations, several other documents 
‘hich supply information about or refer to the metropolite 
































epikrisis. Census returns in which individuals wentify 


themselves as haoreaqatuevos kxwenowuévos include 
PFouad Ill 115 (Arsinoe 119 A.D.); BGU 1 137 (Fayum 
146-47 A.D); and BGU 1 118 ii (Fayum 189 A.D.), The 
identification is simply éxxexoyiévos in PSI IX. 1062 
(Piolemais Evergitis 104-05 A.D.) and BGU 11 447 (Karanis 
175 A.D.) Another important document is the tax roll (72-73 
A.D.) represented by PLond Il 260 (pp. 42-53) and 261(pp. 
53-61), along with Studien 4 (1905) $8-83 where the complete 
roll is presented. See Chapter I, note 7 for a description. Other 
ocuments are: PHarris 106, a second century A.D. letter 
fragment in which the writer says the prefect has announced & 
house-to-house census and an epikrisis; PHamb 60 = CJP U1 
485 (Hermopolis 90 A.D.) and SB 9869a (Hermopolis 160 
A.D.) in which the house-to-house census is designated xc 
obnlay éinguons: Studien20 (1921)24 (second or third century 
A.D.), a letter of a boy to his mother in which he speaks of 
someone as his witness tv rf) Exwgion; BGU IV 1032 
(uoda 




















ed) records a dispute about the epikrisis of a young man, 
To establish the fact it was properly completed the boy's mother 
brings the three witnesses of the examination; SB S282 
(Antinoopolis, no date), a very fragmentary private letter in 
Which reference is made to a witness for an epikrisis; PAmh Il 
99a (Hermopolite nome 179 A.D.), a division of property text 
in which a woman is identified as N.. who is known in the 
‘pikisis list as N= POxy VI.926 (Oxyshynchus, third century 
A.D.), an invitation to an epikrsis dinner by the person being 














152-53 

161-69 

166-67 
167 
181 
fe 
187 





HERACLEOPOLIS 
A.D. 187 





HERMOPOLIS. 
A.D, 132 


OXYRHYNCHUS 
A.D. 67-79 





203 
214-15(?) 
after 212 


after 212 
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PRyI II 280 (by parents) 
PHaw 401. 7-15 = ArchP 5, p. 395 (by parents) 
BGU I 324 = WChrest 219 (by owner for slaves) 
PRyl II 104 (by brother) 

PTeb Il 320 (by parents) 

PStrassb 134 = SB 8016 (by mother?) 

PGen 18 (by parents) 

BGU XI 2086 % (by brother) 





PBon 19 (by parents?) 


SB 7440a' (by parents) 
SB 7440b (by parents) 


PRyl I1 278 (by father?) 
POxy VII 1028 (by mother) 

POxy 11 258 = WChrest 216 (by father) 

PWisc 1 17 (by father) 

POxy IV 714 (by owner for slave) 

POxy XII 1452, col | = Pap Primer,‘ no. 4 (by uncle) 
POxy II 478 = WChrest 218 (by mother) 

PSI VII 732 (by owner for slave) 

POxy VIII 1109 (by father) 

WChrest 217 (by owner for slave) 

PSI X11 1230 (by owner for slave) 

POxy X 1306 (by father) 

PErl 31 (by father?) 

PBrux iny E 7910 (by father?) 





examined; POxy XXXVI 2792 (third century A.D.). an Although indirect evidence shows that the epikrisis was 


invitation to an epikrisis (celebration) by the boy's father: BGU used in othe 


HL 388 (Alexandria, second 
proceedings Lo 
Pio Hi 











‘notes that N, was examined by strategus N. pethaps inserted ina 
petition of some kind; and SB 8038 (Hermopolis, no date) in at 
Which the strategus of Hermopolis makes reference 






















osabout the epikrisisofslaves; from any place 
(Ansinoite nome, third century A.D.), series of 








ities (PSLIX 1062 —P 
‘mal declarations have been found 


lemais Euergetis and SB 








82 — Antinoopolis), 
ther than the four described in the sections 


AD), a series 








BGU X1 2086 is quite fragmentary and cannot with 





lute certainty be identified as one of this class. The text 





een which remiains i similar in most respects to the documents listed 
isumreordheos els roi: above. That it comes from Arsinoc is certain, 
aguas) add mens 3. SB 74404 will also be listed under the documents of 












the gymnasium class (00) xd rdywertos 108 yujvanior) those belonging to the gymnasium lass (see Chapter If), Tis 

and their examination. The major qualifications for cach er ot clear whether this is a metropolite or a. gymnasium 
are specified as: et & Gugoréo Yo neo application, forthe declarant identifies himself as a member of 
x 108 yypfvaoter, el] dav abrod ro8 both of these categories. He docs ver. specify which of 





hese classes is the object ofthe declaration 














STATUS DECLARATIONS IN ROMAN EGYPT 


1, THE FORM OF THE DOCUMENTS 


The extant documents are numerous enough to enable us to determine that they were drawn 
up in accordance with a specific and official formula. This form is most easily discerned in the 
documents from Arsinoe and Oxyrhynchus. There are, as will be clear later, important 
differences in the form the applications take in the four areas from which we have documents, 
Therefore, it will be necessary to consider each city separately in listing the form of the 





declarations for metropolite epikrisis. 
A. Arsinoe 
The applications normally begin with the identification of the officials to whom they were 


sed. This is true of ten* of the fourteen applications from Arsinoe listed above and may 
s been lost or 


add 
have been the case in three’ of the documents in which the first part of the text h 
damaged to such an extent that it cannot be restored. The remaining application (PRy! 11 104) 
has no identif es, although the document has at the beginning a wide blank 


space large enough for this information. 








tion of address: 





essees at the beg 





In the ten documents which include the add ning, without exception the 
name(s) of the officials and their titles are given in the dative case. Usu 


g lly (probably in ten of the 
ich names or titles are available) two officials are specified as recipients of the 





eleven in w 
applications,’ and in all cases the officials are listed as ex-gymnasiarchs.” These officials. 
moreover, are t the beginning) identified 
as members of the commission specifically in charge of the epikrisis.” In three instances, other 
official titles are attached to the names, but these do not seem to be part of the ordinary formula 
used in this section. 





enerally (in seven of the ten documents with addresses a 














4. BGUN 109: PRyI11 103; PRyI1t279; PGen 19; PRyIII and only one name is found in PGrenf 1149 in the signature 
280, PHaw 401; BGU1324; PTebIN320; PGen 18; and BGU (although this by no means proves that only one official was 
XI 2086. For a complete text of a metropolite declaration, sce addressed in the beginning of the dacument as wil be seen infra 
Appendix II. Dates will be supplied for documents only when when the signatures are discussed). PGen 18 is the on! 
they are of some significance, for we have determined that, application which definitely lists only one official. 


5. yersit(vaovagynnox) in PRY 1 1 





a time is random and PRyI I 279: 





encrally speaking, formulaic varia 
















Gates for the most part are fot important, Documents are PGen 19; PRyl L280; BGU1324;and BGUI 109 (the reading 
regularly listed in the notes in chronological order for easy jtagy{_) here should also be resolved yeyexvevo} g(r) 
reference back tothe initial ist atthe beginning ofthe chapt menouagyioavrs) in PGrenf 11 49 (here the signatur 

PBrus inv E 8017; PGrent 11 49; PStrassh 134, In identifies the official as yoewuowagztious); PHaw 401; PGen 
PGrent 1149, a name can be supplied from the officialsignature 18 
at line 14, [relro(vaoagyyin) in. BGU Xt 2086 

6. A reasonable explanation of this margin is that offered Tn BGU 109: 1324; PGen 18 the commission is lis 

in note 1 to PRyl IL 104 "Writers of applications of declaratio as rig (tip) xods rf ix this phrase s supplied also by the 
which were submitted in duplicate (ef. Wileken, Ost jp. 441) f BGU Xi 20 Ia lacuna following an official 





































‘were apt to omit the heading in one copy; cf. P. Oxy. 1111.i, name and title). The dative is used in PRI 11 103511 

1113. i, which, though unaddressed, were evidently parts of 279; PGen 19; and PTeb 11 320 

oficial rolls The officials in these documents indentitied as of neds th 
‘One of the names (assuming that there were only two) is utside of status declarations, The first 

missing in. PRyl IL 279 and PRyl It 280, but there is a wai se of the term in extant documents is that found in BGU1 109 

immediately preceding the name listed in the application In (121 A.D.). It is alo used of a prefect of Egypt in connection 

BGUX12086, [xa] has been supplied the lacuna bet with an epikrisis declaration (PFlor 157 — 166 A.D, See infra 

name of the official. Although it is possible that the ai Chapter VI). The latest use occurs in PSIV 457 (276 A.D.),a 

introduced a sumame (as is often the ca gymnasium declaration 

applications), there is also the possibility (base 10, Ammonius in PGen 18 has served as éyoQdvou 








ecroyijoas); Alcimus in BGU Xt 2086 is Evagy’ 
ws; and Apollo 
(Emmresons). The 





wnjunction linking the names of (Ge 





applications) thatthe wal i 
{wo officials. PHaw 401 p 





- only one name, but another ius in PGrenf 11 49 has been ¢ 








may have been recorded jn the lacuna following the first name: only other indication of the identity ofthe 
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‘The next part of the application is the identification of the declarant(s) according to the 
following form: xagét N., son of N. and N. (xai tj N., dr. of N. and N.) 
(Gquporéowy) tH axd Ts yNTOOASIeWs avaryoapouEvon (-cv) Ex’ duqpddov N. 

‘The declarants may be a father and/or a mother for a son or sons,"'a brother for his brother 
(since the father has died),"? or an owner for slaves.” In the applications by parents for sons, it 
appears that generally both parents are listed as declarants on behalf of their child."* When the 
father has died, apparently the responsibility for making the declaration fell upon a brother who 
had already been enrolled. When there was no adult brother, the mother (through her xtgv0s) 
made the declaration. 

In the identification of the declarants the documents offer in addition to the declarants’ 
names these items of information: (1) the identification of the father and mother of the decla 
(and of his wife’s father and mother when both parents make declaration); (2) a statement that 
the declarants are tv &xd Ts untooxd)e«c; and (3) a statement that they are cveryoarpoueéveny 
in a specific quarter of the metropolis (é&" dypodov N).” 

Following the identification of the officials addressed and the declarants comes the 
declaration proper. The characteristic form of the declaration includes: 

(1) a genitive absolute in which the boy is named, his age is given, and his need for 
examination is mentioned — rob & d2Ja\wv viod N. x900B\(cevt0s) els (teooapeoxadexcieteis 
or toLaxaidexciereis) tH Eveotdn ( )th (Erer) xai d@peihovtos éxunorbijva 

(2) a prepositional phrase specifying that the examination is in accord with orders of the 
prefect (sometimes this phrase is omitted — xord: ta xe2evaévea,, occasionally with the addition 
bxd tod Hyesdvos N.; and 

(3) a statement indicating that the declarants’ credentials have been appended — 
meréEapev hudy ree dixca. 

Some variation is found in each of these sections. There is, of course, the substitution of 
appropriate terms when the application is made by someone other than the parents. Too & 
GddajAwv vlod will be replaced by tod ad_xGor or by dovAwv How and Fd 7 Sixara by abrav 
tet Dixcict oF tee TH YovewY hyay dixace or pov te Sixauct. In addition to necessary and obvious 
variations like these, there are other differences, especially in the first section. 

In stating the age of the boys being submitted for the epikrisis, the documents as a rule have 
xgoof(cvtos) or oo0P(dvrwy) els teooageoxaidexaereic’ or toLWxaidexceteic” oF 
bvoxcidexaereis.” Apart from the documents where the age has been lost,'’ there are two 
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officials responsible comes in PFlor 111380 (third century A.D. 
Arsinoite nome), where itis noted that someone was examined 
petition of some kind. This is the only place where the stategus 
fs listed in the Arsinoite nome as an examiner. Its, of course 
conceivable that he served as a member of the epikrisis 


the strategus. The document is incomplete, but seems tobe a 





mmission in Arsinoe as we know he did in Oxythynchus. 
atticipation ja the examination at 


Evidence for the strategus 
‘Oxyrhynchus at so late a date, however, is m 
below the description of the Oxyrhynchite form of declaration. 

11. Father for sons: PBirux inv E 8017. Mother for son: 
PRyi11 279; PStrassb 134 (?). Father and miother for son: BG 
1109; PGrenf IL 49; PGen 19; PRy! 11280; PHaw 401; PTebIt 
320; PGen 18, 

12. PRyf Ik 103; 11 104; BGU XI 2086. 

13. BGU 1 324. Here the owner of the two slaves is a 
‘woman who lists also the sigt0s through whom she applies 
(uerés xvgiov N.) 














14, The only exceptions are PBruxiny E 8017 in which the 
‘mother & mentioned later in the document, and PRyl It 279 
(and perhaps PStrassb 134) where probably the father is dead 
tnd the wife must make the declaration. Notice that in PGen 19 
both parents, although divorced, make a joint declaration for 











their son 

15. Eleven different fugoda ate found recorded in the 
fourteen declarations, They are: Buvviiw “AXhwv Téow 
Boveaion, “Anoddunion Fagenpadis, ‘Aodin, “ENviou 
Seowoqooion, Kidinary, Avvgeian, Zecvefrvelau, Taner 
1d "Qoluos “legareiow. All are Gugode in Arsinoe. 

16, PRyIII 103; PGrenf Il 49 (itispossible that the 20008, 
() here should be read xqoop(aivovros) instead of 
xe00)Hdrvt03) as the editors have done); BGU 1 324. 

17. BGU I 109; PGen 19; BGU 1 324. 

18, PHaw 401 

19. PRyf Il 279; 1 
GU XI 2086, 














80; II 108; PStrassb 134; PGen 18 
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exceptions to this form. One of these is in PTeb iI 320 where we find xooaBel(voy}r(0s) with no 
age following it, possibly because the declarant assumed that this could readily be supplied pro 
forma by the agency. The other exception comes in PBrux inv E 8017, which isan application for 
the epikrisis of two sons. Here the usual 1900 Gvtwy) has been replaced by xataknyovtov dx 
Teooageoxai[Sex]getv followed by the years in which this has happened for each of the two 
sons. The reason for this departure from the normal form will be discussed below when we 
consider the ages of the boys submitted for epikrisis. 

Five of the declarations definitely (and possibly as many as seven in all)” omit the second 
section pertaining to the prefect’s order concerning the epikrisis, and this does not seem to have 
been an essential part of the form. Indeed, even when the section is included, it usually omits the 
name of the prefect.”' Only two of the documents have identified the prefect under whose orders 
the epikrisis is to be carried out. Unfortunately, the prefect’s name has been lost in one of these 
documents (BGU XI 2086), but from the text which remains (6x6 100) it is certain that the 
prefect’s title and name followed. The other document (PBruxinv E 8017) has the most complete 
form of this section: [xaté] xd i6...yeudvos Merrion [‘Pod@ou xoooter}aypéva. 

All applications except those where damage to the text is extensive” include the third 
section (stating that the credentials are appended) without substantial variation 

After the applicant has indicated that his credentials (and the others which are required) 
have been appended, he immediately moves to the last part of the application and to the 
specification of what those credentials are. In this part of the declarations from Arsinoe we find 
the following information: 

(1) the listing of the declarants’ credentials, usually with this form: éy@ piv otv N, 
aaxeyoorpduny ev Th xav’ oixiay dsxoyoagy (year of census is specified and place of registration is, 
identified). The same information is provided for the wife if she joins her husband in applying” or 
makes application by herself.” When the boy's brother declares for him, the declarant states that 

is parents have been enrolled in the census, and he tells when and where this was 
he omits this information about his parents and identifies himself as registered in the 
and enrolled in the census.” In the single instance of application for slaves, the owner, a 
woman, offers her enrollment in the census as proof of the validity of her declaration.* 

In all the Arsinoite declarations, therefore, except possibly PRylIl 280, where the text is not 
complete, enrollment in the census is offered as the major source of verification for the validity of 






























20. Omitted in PGrenf 1149; PGen 19; PHaw401; PRyIIL _consecré & Y'épicrsis et & ceux qui en avaient été exclus par les 
104; PTeb 11 320. Those documents in which the section may _cifconstances ou pour d'autres raisons?” This is possible, 
have been included, but which have suffered damage at this although there is no evidence for this procedure 
point are: PRyl II 279; II 280, terminology apart from this text. Moreover, Bingen, at this time 
21, Asin PRyI1I 103; BGU1324; PStrassb134; PGen18, when PBrux inv E 8016 was unique in including the prefec 





and probably BGUT 109 where xe [1a xthevoO(tvia)]alone name, did not have nocess to BGU X12086 where the name also 
is found. Bickermann 35 suggested that these orders came from seems to have been added, and there is no doubt that this 











the strategus, not from the prefect, as Wallace 110 later documentisone of the normal applications, not one dealing with 

alfirmed. From the evidence now available tus, itispossibleto special circumstances which made epikrisis for some, boys 

reject Bickermann’s hypothesis and affirm that Wallace was impossible 

correct. See also PHarris 106, a second century A.D. letter 23. PRyl Il 279 and 280. 

fragment in which the writer indicates that a prefect has 24. PBrux inv E 8017; BGUI 109; PGrenf 11 49; PGen 

announced a xa’ olxiay dxoyoag and an éxinpuons 19; PRyl Il 280; PHaw 401; PTeb I 320; and PGen 18, 
22. The [rooaterjayuéva, of course, i not the usual word 25, PRyl Il 279 and PStrassb 134 (2), 

{nthese documents for reference tothe prefect’s orders. Bingen 26. PRy! IL 103; 11 108, 

115, with reference to this word and tothe unusual inclusion of 27. BGU X1 2086, 


the prefect’s name, asks: “S'agitil d'un édit spécialement 28 BGU1 324, 
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the declaration. At least one enrollment is always listed, and in some documents several are 
mentioned.” Furthermore, in eleven of the fourteen declarations,” we are told that the boys 
submitted for epikrisis have been enrolled in the census along with their parents, brothers, or 
‘owner; and in at least ten of these eleven cases, the boys were enrolled in the last census preceding 
their eligibility for epikrisis.” 

Since the parents who make the declaration or in whose place declaration is made by an 
adult son are almost always identified as enrolled in a census” it seems that the providing of this 
information (or the equivalent in declarations for slaves) was required in the declarations so that 
the agency could check the declarants’ claims against the official records. A few of the documents 
even carry the enrollment in a census back to the grandparents of the boy eligible for epikrisis.” 
This, however, was apparently not required in the official declaration, and most Arsinoite 
declarations simply identify father and mother (or brother or owner) as enrolled in the census. 

Some documents include other information for substantiating the validity of the 
declarations. Mention is made in BGU I 109 of an &vtiye(agov) dxoyo(aqijs) following the 
tion of the enrollment of the paternal grandparents in the census. This copy, presumably, 
referred to that enrollment. PRyl II 103, a declaration by a young man for his brother, not only 
submits complete and detailed information relating to the enrollment of the parents in various 
censuses; it also includes two enclosures by the declarant — the first, a certificate of his own 
epikrisis, and the second, a page from the property census (x{é)AAnna axoyoaqic 
Evienjoew(v) ). This declarant apparently wanted there to be no doubts about his brother's right 
for the epikr: n enclosure is also mentioned in BGU1 324 in which a woman named Theano 
applies for the epikrisis of two slaves owned by her. In addition to her enrollment and her slaves’ 
enrollment in the census, she offers as substantiation for her declaration a copy of the epikrisis 
(evetyqampoy érxeicews) of a third slave who had been registered five years earlier. PStrassb 134 
‘seems to be an application by a mother for her son, She too indicates that she and her son have 
been enrolled in the census, and she speaks of three witnesses (yworrjoas toeic) presumably for 
verifying her claims if necessary. Finally, BGU XI 2086, like PRyl I 103 an application for a 
brother, refers to the declarant’s own epikrisis as proof for the boy's right to submit to the 
examination. 

(2) Following the credentials in those documents where the ending has not been destroyed 
are the signatures and the date. The most complete form that this takes is that found in PGrenf Il 
49: 1 é5((Sopev).”’ yo N. eEnyytevdoas xai yupvacvagyioas 5u(a) N. yoappar(éas)"* N. 
{ace.), son of N, and N., aean(uetwpat). Date. 





























29. See PRyl M1 103, where five different censuses are 33, Paternal grandparents are identified as enrolled in the 


listed. In BGU1 324; PRyI Il 104 and PGen 18 the declarants 
tssert that they have been enrolled in the census wut waigo 

30. Information is not available concerning this im PBrux 
iny E 8017; PRyI IL 279; and Hf 280. 

31. In PStrassh 134 the census in which the boy was 
enrolled is not identified. 

32. The exception is BGU X1 2086, where a brother 
declares on behalf of his younger brother. Here the declarant 
says he has been registered in the epikrisis and enrolled in two 
censuses in the last of which he enrolled his brother also. The 
text is multilated at this point, but it does not seem to have 
referred to entollment of parents in the census 





‘census in BGUI 109. In PGen 19 the maternal grandparents are 
0 identified, and in PRyI II 103 both sets of grandparents are 
referred to in terms of enrollment in the census 

34. It is impossible to determine how the following 
‘declarations ended: PBrux inv E 8017; PRyl 11 279; 11 280; 
PHiaw 401; BGU 1 324; and X1 2086, 

35. Thus phrase is found also in PRyI II 104; PTebI1 320, 
and PGen 18. PRy/ II 104 also adds ina second hand "Hjgwy 
ten(BO buna 

36. Mention is made of ascribe alsoin PRyIII 103; PGen 
19; and PTeb II 320, 
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The most interesting part of this concluding section is the signature of the official which has 
been written by a second or third hand.” Each of these six official signatures has been made by 
one man who lists his office and says: oeon(uet@pa.) that N. (acc.) is the son of N and N. The 
name in the accusative is always the name of the boy who is submitted for the epikrisis, and the 
official who certifies him to be the legal son of the parents involved in the declaration is apparently 
always one of those to whom it was addressed.”* 

The date of the certification then concludes the declarations from Arsinoe. 

There are no significant variations in any aspect of the declaration during the years it was 
used in Arsinoe. 

















B. Oxyrhynchus 


As in the declarations from Arsinoe, those from Oxyrhynchus normally begin with the 
identification of the addressees (listed in the dative case) and of the declarants (following the 
preposition xagé). In six of the fourteen documents” such a listing in the dative of the 
government officials is included. The number of persons to whom these declarations are 
addressed varies from one to an indeterminate number (nati ols té(hoig) xerthyx(et) in POxy XIL 
1452, col 1). 

Several different offices are listed for these persons addressed. 











‘orgermyds—POxy VII 1028; IV 714; XII 1452, col I (86-128 A.D.) 
Baovknds yoappareric—POxy VII 1028; IV 714; X11 1452, col 1 (86-128 A.D.) 











yunvan.agxiioas—POxy VII 1028; PErl 31; PBrux inv E 7910 (86-after 212 A.D.) 
yoappertetic xdheux—POxy VII 1028; IV 714 (86-122 A.D.) 
Evagyos xowraywy6s—PErl 31; PBrux inv E 7910 (after 212 A.D.) 








#Snyntevoas—PErl 31; PBrux inv E 7910 (after 212 A.D.) 
fovdeunyic—PErl 31; PBrux inv E 7910 (after 212 A.D.) 
BuBAvo@iaci—POxy IV 714; IIL 478 (122-32 A.D.) 

ol x9d¢ 1H) éxmoloe—PEr! 31; PBrux inv E 7910 (after 212 A.D.) 
éxuxqutfig—POny IV 714 (122 A.D.) 





There does not seem to have been any fixed official qualification for membership on the 
commission. In three of the documents, the strateg 





us and royal scribe both belong to the epikrisis 
commission and may have frequently been a part of it. Their names, however, do not occur in 
documents after 127/28. In fact, no officials of the central government are addressed in any 
metropolite epikrisis document from Oxyrhynchus after 132 AD. From that date until the first 
half of the third century, addressees in the Oxyrhynchus texts are either lost or omitted, and in the 














37. Ofthe eight documents where thissectionis preserved 39. ‘The six are: POxy VII 1028; POny IV 714; XII 1852, 
conly one (BGU 1 109) has not been designated by its editors as col I; 11478; PEr131:and PBruxinv E7910, The beginnings of 
made by a band other than that of the rest of the document. the following five declarations have been lost: PRyl Il 278; 


GUI 109, however, may also have been signed by the official __POxy 11 258; PWisc 17; PSIXII 1230; POxyX 1306, Three of 
himself or through his scribe (there isa gapin the text just hefore the declarations are unaddressed (as was the case with PRy? Tl 
the date), In PRyIT1 104 there is no official signature, although 104 from Arsinoe, supra, note 6): PSI VI1-732, POxy VIIt 
{ma second hand the declarant himself signs the declaration The 1109; WChrest 217, These omissions may indicate th 
six documents which preserve the signature are: PRy/ 1 103; documents are cops 
PGrenf 149; PGen 19; PTeb 11 320; PStrassb 134; and PGen 40. Six officials in POxy VII 1028; five in POxy 1V 714. 
18, to in PEr31 and PBrux inv E7910; one in POxy 11478; and 
38, Thisis the casein PGrenf 1149; PGen 19, PTebIL unspecified number in POxy XII 1452, col 1, where two 
land PGeo 18. It may be true also of PRyIIl 103 and PStrassb names are given along with the phrase mui ole iQ) 
134 where, unfortunately, the official's name is lost. vate). 








the 
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third century documents (PErl31 and PBrux inv E 7910) the epikrisis commission is made up of 
two senators from the municipal senate. That the officials be ex-gymnasiarchs apparently was not 
required, although three are mentioned in the declarations. The general address of POxy XII 
1452, col I, “and to the other appropriate officials”, suggests that the members of the commission 
might be appointed as they were required by the strategus and royal scribe. 

Declarants in Oxyrhynchus identify themselves in this way: magé N., son of N. and N. di’ 
"OEVEtyxuv 16Aews."" Among those making declarations are: father or mother for a son,“ uncle 
for nephew,” and owners for slaves. In the two cases where the mother makes the declaration, 
her husband is dead. The uncle states in explaining why he is making the declaration that his 
brother, the boy's father, is dead, but nothing is mentioned about the boy's mother, who alsomay 
have been dead, since she did not declare for him. 

The declaration following the addresses is presented in accordance with regular formula, 
h can be seen in four parts. 

(1) A prepositional phrase specifying that the declaration is made xaré ta xehevo(0évta) 
xegi émxgi(aews) tv xQOOP(EBNxStuV) or QOOP(awvGvtOY) eis (toLoXMbEXaETEIC) OF 
(teaoageaxcudexcaeteis)."* Some variations occur in the form. POxy VII 1028 substitutes xegi 
TOD émixgrdijvar tods xQoOP() for xegl...ceoof( ). Ta xguévta is used in place of ré 
xedevovevea in POxy II 258, and xegi émxoiews tay is replaced by él Gv x9ooPeBHAStwY 
POxy II 478; PSIVII732; and WChrest217 omit the xg00f(_). This abbreviation x90of(_) has 
to be resolved with either xQ00P(atvévtwy) or x900fi(efnxdtwy)."* None of the documents 
specify whose orders are here referred to. 

(2) A conditional statement: et && dupotégony unroorohertiy (Swdexadgcynwy) eloiv” or 
el unteon odirar) 5adexddocryuot) elowv. The latter form is used when the declaration has been 
made on behalf of a slave, and it refers to the owner(s) oi the slave. 

(3) The statement declaring the boy is eligible for the epikrisis: évéyn éx” Gyupodou N. (gen.) 
6 vidc pov (or 6 SotAds Ov) N. (followed by listing of mother, parents, ancestry, or other items 
identifying the child) xo0a(PeBrxidg) els (toLaxaidexaereic) 7 dvedO(Gver) ( )th (Erer);” 

or 
jwov) N. (followed by identification of mother or father) 
xoooPefyxévar els tods (toTHaudexcteteis) UH Eveors 















































drd@ Ty vidy jou (or Tov 6006 
aevarya(péyevov) Ex dqupddov N.% 











goopiefinninar’ lg tovmaidexciereig: POxy I 258; XIt 
1452, col 1; VII 1109; PSI XI 1230 (where the editor 





41. Additional information is sometimes included. The 
{ugodov is identified in POxy 1 258 and IV 714. In POxy VI 








1109 we are told that the declarant is making his declan 
through his friend (id N. gov), perhaps because he hi 
for some reason cannot meet his responsibility. in PSI'VI 
the de ndicates that he has been adopted by his paternal 
uncle. In POxy VIII 1028 and I11 478 where women are the 








declarants, they specify that they 
2, Father for son: POxy 11 258; PWise 117; POxy VIIL 
1109; X 1306; and probably PRy! 11278; PExI31; PBruxiav E 
7910. Mother for son: POxy VIL 1028; IIL 478, 
43. POxy XI1 1452, col I. 

44. POxy IV 714; PSI VII 732 
230, 

45. This seetion has been lost in PRy! L278: PWise 117 
Pony IV 714; PEx!31 and its partially missing in PSIXII 1230 
and PBrux inv E 7910, 

46, xoodBauveun els te 
1028. 


fe doing 30 yet x0iau N. 








Wthrest 217; PSE XU 











oigeenandencertig: POxy VIL 





neoopawvivier els xplowmbewarceic: WCbrest 2 





incorrectly has xqoofMasvévrav) in this place); POxy X 1306. 

47. POxy VI 1028 (with the #& missing); 1288; X11 1482, 
col I: IHL 478; VIII 1109; X 1306, 

48. PSI VIL 732; WOhrest 217; PSI XI 1230 (with the 
low missing). That this status was required of both parents is 
indicated also by PSI X.1109 (93-94 A.D), a declaration on 

ath 0 a strategus by the guardian of a boy who had been 
examined that both the boy's father and maternal grandfather 
were duBendidoa oe 

49. POny It 258 (which has vp yeaa (th (Fees) at 
the end); POxy XII 1452, coll; VIII 1109; WObrest 217; PST 
ts has 1 noodyovr(.) (th (Feet) at the end), 














POxy X 1306, 
50. These _declaratio 
diferent Sugosa: “Av 
ofgidos, Aednov Twiwanien, ‘Lxxodeduay 
Kermno, Migoadavou, Nérow Kontidos, 
FlagaSeioow, Mojevodis Teryewote 


ne for twelve 


supply the a1 
Tlapeupiodiig, Aexdm 





Agduov 
Kunhinow 
Flayévou 
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(th (Ered)! 

(4) The declaration proper: Sev xagayevouevos 190s Tiyy ToUTOU éxizoLotv Syd abtdy 
elvan (SudexciSoaxnov) xGpe Spots elvan (Swdexadoaxnoy) Gvayoa(popevov) followed by 
the information necessary to prove that the declaration is a correct and legitimate one,™* or (as 
part of the construction listed as an alternative in (3) above) xai elvax arbrov (Swdenddgaysov) 
zai iué (or tov totrou xatéoa) followed by the information proving that the declarant is 
&varyoa(ptevov) or unteoroAimmy (dwdexadoa7zH0Y). 

The credentials offered by the declarants in Oxyrhynchus all have as their purpose the 
identification of the boy submitted for the epikrisis as 5wdexddoayuoc. This was done by proving 
that both parents belonged to a class of those who were citizens of the metropolis (uytooxohtty) 
and were assessed for poll-tax at a rate of twelve drachmas (Swdexadodynuy). That proof was 
detailed in this section of the declaration. Where the documents are complete in this part they 
show that the declaration normally listed the boy's father (or owner) and the boy's maternal 
grandfather as 5odexddocyuor registered as such in one of the &upoda either dia kaoyoagias or 
Be Suoksyou Aaoyoaglas or 1’ éxxgioews at the time specified. Usually the registrants are 
spoken of as being &veryoaqouevor through various processes, and the only exception to the use 
of this term is found in POxy VII 1028 where reference is made to father, maternal grandfather, 
and boy submitted for epikrisis as éxoyoayapevor in the fourteen year census. 

‘Only one declaration (POxy III 478) identifies the declarant in this credentials section as 
untgorohims. It would seem that the earlier statement (el way 
(8wdexadodyp0v) eloiv and its equivalent for slave declarations) was sufficient to establish the 
larants as metropolites. Furthermore, as we will see below, only citizens of the metropolis 

wos would by itself 






































E Gppotégw jntQOTOA 





de 
were assessed at the twelve drachma rate and therefore the term dwdexd5go 
identify one as a untoono’ 

As support for the credentials presented, the declarant usually appended to his declaration a 
solemn oath that he Lad presented no false informaiton (xetl 6uvee... thy Wyny of emperor N. ki, 
épedoar)"* or that everything in the declaration was true (xal Suviw by emperor dni) elvan te 








mm 











51. POxy VIL 1028 (which substitutes xooopar f Maternal grandfather as Budendidocrquow dvayoarpevor 








Sr, omits the age, and has dxoyoo wa 
averyoa(Gourvov)); PWise 117 (where the verb 


rev) for 4" Suohéyou hacyoagsas: PWise 117; and father of mother's 
nd name are former patronness &° éxinolovwrg: POxy Ill 478. In POxy 11 
missing ina lacuna); POxy 111 478 (which has wp SuckOGvu); _2S8; XII 1452, col I; and VIII 1109 the grandfather is merely 
PSI VII 732 (where yeyovévan (townaibenacei) replaces the identified as duodendidoarguns oF as dveryoagucvos, 

ooopiePmpxtva el (roLoSanceteig). Hee, 100, belongs Oy The credentials of the father have been lost in POxy 1258 
IV 714 where the editors have mistakenly read S0i[25s and those of both father and maternal grandfather are missingin 
ov}... xo00]péfinely]. This reading should be Sov wot) *Ryl 11 278; POxy X 1306; PEn! 31, and PBrux inv E 7910, 























[eof va. All of these phrases deal with the manner in which the 
52. POxyll 258 (es rv instead of nods vv): PWiscl 17; _poll-tax list was drawn up and kept up to date, since the tax was 

POxy IV 714;X111452, coll; VIN 1109; WChrest217; PSIXIL collected annually. The fourteen year census (wit’ obxiav 

1230; POxyX 1306. Of these documents POxy 1258; PWiscl _dxovgayp}) would provide the names for the tax lst Such a 


17; and POxy IV 714 omit reference to the boy as list would carry over each year until the neat census, and 
(Guidextidgoqi0v); and POxyTV 714 and X11 1452,colIdonot revisions in the register would be made through documents. 























speak of the declarant as dvayoa(qduewov). ‘merely stating but not proving the status of those registered (Ox 
53. POxy VI 1028 (ov ainod nuréga... dxoy- _ duohGyou kaoyoaqiac); for this term see B.A. Van Groningen, 
ea yduevow)+ details); POxy IIL 478 (does not speak of child “OMOAOTOE," Mnemosyne 50. (1923) 124-37. The 
is the declarant said to have been registration on the lists ud haoryeagqias seems to efertolistsin 
veryoa(qéyevov) at any time); PSIVII 732 (the reference to which the names of those entered have been proved to be ofthe 
veryou(qéuevor) for the declarant is not included). status required either through an epikrisis or census (most ofthe 
S4. Father (or owner) as buidenddocnuiov drvaryoaqdue- documents which speak of hnoyoeupia alone give years as the 
vor did haoyoapiac: PWise I 17; POxy IV 714; VIIL1109; date of the hacyouyiat). 
WChrest 217; PSI XII 1230; and & duohdyou hayeaglas: 55. POxy VII 1028; PWise 1 17; POxy IV 714; PSI Vit 





POxy XII 1452, col I; Il 478; PSI VII 732. 732: Whrest 2175 and PSI XI 1 
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meoyeyeappéva).* 

The date and signatures follow the oath and conclude the declaration. Unfortunately, this 
part of the declaration has been lost or damaged in all but five of the documents.”” From these five 
declarations, however, we can recover the formula typical of the Oxyrhynchite declarations for 
this kind of epikrisis. Each of them has the date immediately after the oath. Then in all but one of 
the documents the date is followed by the signature of the declarant: N. émdédumc te 
AQoyeyoappéva nai dudpoxa toy boxov.* The handwriting of the signature differs from that of 
the declaration and obviously is that of the declarant himself.” 

In two of these declarations a notation has been made about the placing of the application on 
the official docket: xarey(wotodn) étx(Qrtaic) + date.” No indication is given in any of the 
documents whether or not the examination was made and the application approved, 

As with Arsinoite declarations, the form used in Oxyrhynchus remained relatively 
consistent throughout its years of use there. Apart from variations dictated by individual 
circumstances (e.g., uncle declaring for his nephew), the variations are minor or are consistent. 
That is to say, the form required for epikrisis of slaves was consistently different from that for 
other young men. The only possible difference worth noting is the apparent shift from nome 
officials (up to 132 A.D.) to city or village officials. We hesitate to make much of this because of 
the sizeable gap in the records preserved. We do not have information from 132 A.D. until 
sometime after 212 A.D., and therefore we cannot document the apparent shift. Itis possible that 
after 212 A.D. and the Constitutio Antoniniana the process was transferred to purely local 
officials for as long as the procedure was retained. This will be discussed later when we consider 
the function served by metropolite epikrisis. 


























C. Heracleopolis 


Only one epikrisis document (PBon 19) from Heracleopolis has been found, and, 
regrettably, it has suffered much damage. We cannot, therefore, determine with certainty from 
this one mutilated text what the typical form of these declarations was. We can only list the 
formula which that one surviving document has preserved and hope that further evidence will 
eventually show that epikrisis declarations here as in Arsinoe and Oxyrhynchus followed a 
standard form. 

In the place where the de ions from Arsinoe and Oxyrhynchus list the addressees, 
PBon 19 has no reading because of damage to the papyrus. Portions of the text identifying the 
declarant do remain, although the name has been lost: [raga N.]..c yeyuu(vaovagynxdtos) 
unftleds [ dq") Hoa(xréous) Mékews (Gxradgéxuov) everyo[a(pouévou)]. The declarant thus 
identifies himself (or his father) as an exgymnasiarch, names his (or his father’s) mother, lists his 
place of residence, and speaks of himself as registered in the eight drachma tax group. 

With a statement much like those of the Oxyrhynchite documents, the declat troduces 
his declaration by saying: éxei 6 vldc pov [ ]...Ahews tic xal ag...{ xoooféPnxlev elc 
(rovoxaudexaeteic) tH éveord...; and he then declares: [6nh@ elvan adt]Ov unto(omodimmy) 























56, POxy I 258; 111 478, 17 (adds (xd nelover{phaué{veat); POxy IIL 478. ’Ouiponet tov 


57. PSI XII 1230 merely has the date ending the 
declaration and WChrest 217 has a partial date followed by a 
break in the document. Neither of these documents provides us 
2 complete text for the ending 

58. This form has been constructed by using information 
taken from all of the documents. The signature usually lacks this 
complete form. N. éruSé5«xa: POxy VII 1028;11 258; PWiscT 


8{erov]: POxy III 478. POxy IV 714 is the document which 

Provides us a complete text but omits the declarant’ signature 
59. POry Ill 478 is an exception. Here the xigi0g has 

‘written the woman's signature as wel as the declaration, and he 

states that he has done so because the declarant i iterate 
60, POxy IV 714 and Ill 478 
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(6t65eaxn0Vv). What follows this is difficult to determine because of the extremely fragmentary 
nature of the text. The editor has been able to read: Agopat [obv yevouevos els tiv ]. adtov 
éxixo.ow, but after this no reading is certain. These twelve lines of text which include several 
names presumably offered proof of the boy’s eligibility for the classification for which he was 
submitted. Precisely what that proof was cannot be determined, and how the document ended is 
not known. 


D. Hermopolis 





-omplete form of the declaration which is 
ed to the officials responsible for 
ed 


‘One of the two documents from Hermopolis ha: 
probably characteristic of this metropolis. SB 7440a is addres 
the epikrisis (ém-xorrai{c]). Who they were and what their qualifications were is not indie 
probably because this document isa copy of the original. This seems to be the medining of the word 

{§1990(w) in the upper margin. That SB7440a is a copy is further indicated by the fact that the 
tion of this document is in the same hand as the body. SB 7440b, which comes 
ately after SB 7440a on this papyrus, does not have the dative listing the addressees. It 
would appear that the general term étxgttaic of the previous declaration Was meant to go with 
this declaration also. On the basis of these copies of original Hermopolite declarations, we can 
suggest that the originals usually were addressed to the proper officials, and we can guess that 
these officials were identified at least by name and probably by office also. 

Both declarations, it seems, have the regular form for identification of the declarant, The 
text of SB 7440a has naga N., son of N. and N., “Eguoxod((tov) dxd y(vuvaoiov) 
raldodaypov dvaygagoulé]v[ov] éx[i x6]\(e«s) "AzmA(ubtov); and that of SB7440b, which 
yoapoué}y[o}y," éx’ &{u}g[4d(ov)] N. 

From this point on, the applications show little agreement in form, although the same 
function is served by the declarations. Initially they have the same construction: éxei 6 vid wou 
N., untods N., QGP) els tods (teLoxaudexcteteic)”, but the declarations soon show that they 
are not following a common form. SB 7440a continues: xa dpe(het [éx]yx[ou} H7jvat as my thre 
other sons were; but SB 7440b goes on to say: éuepégeran di [tots éxyxoet{vo]uévorc el Bory (sic!) 
8 duupotéouv y[o}véav untoomohertay dxtadgéy(uJov." After this preliminary statement the 
declarant in SB 7440b submits his credentials: [5}yO eué Exrx{e}xolodar rf war’ ol}xlav 
&xoyoagi) + date and the statement that in the next census the boy's mother was also enrolled, 
though not through an epikrisis. No credentials, strictly speaking, are offered in SB7440a. The 
declarant merely says: 81 &&ub xai tovtoy év 1ois]..........0dy tay ddekp[Gy] adt[on...] ds 
xalO}¥jxet, probably because the proceedings involving the other three sons would provide the 
required validation for this son’s right to a privileged status. 

Only SB7440a has legible readings beyond this point at which the text of SB7440b becomes 
very fragmentary. As in Oxyrhynchite declarations, the declarant takes an oath that he has not 














subs 
immed 




















jacks most of this identification, has [é 






































presented false information: zai duviw by thy toyny of emperor N. [undJev Seyedodar. The 
61. Although I have not seen this papyrus, Lam confident before their son qualifies for privileged status issubstantiated by 
thatthe reading here should not be Gwevoawpie}okc as ead PStrassbI8S=SB 8038 in which the strmegus of the 
by the elitor. The nominative never appearsat this point inthe Hermopolite nome orders a investigation inconnection with ol 
other epikrisis documents. dab ths wrpoadhee obs teoougeawaubenneTes 
62, This readings from SB7440a, SB7440bhasxp0oH6 _e0dpiavovts Gites to Find out whether both parents were 





63. That both parents in Hermopolis must be metropolites 


noo 








N 
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date follows this oath, and finally the declaration is 
N. [émdédaxct xai] Gyooa tov So 
commission 





-oncluded with the signature of the declarant: 
‘ov. No indication is given of the decision reached by the 





E. Summary and Comparison of Forms 


The metropolite epikrisis declarations from all of the nomes represented reveal a marked 
similarity in form. All fall generally into four main sections: (1) the introduction in which 
addr Z (2) the declaration that the boy submitted for 
epikrisis is eligible for a privileged status, (3) the credentials supporting the declaration, and (4) 
the conclusion in which the date, signatures, and official action on the declaration may be 
included, 

Thi however, significant differences among the specific forms used from nome to 
nome to present this information. In fact, each nome’s form of application is usually distinctive 
enough to permit identification of the provenance of epikrisis documents which do not indicate 
the nome or city in which they were submitted." This certainly is true of the Arsinoite and 
Oxyrhynchite declarations, and it may be true also of those from Hermopolis and Heracleopolis, 
although there are not enough declarations from the latter two places to confirm this. 

The main differences between the Arsinoite and Oxyrhynchite declarations 

(1) The Arsinoite documents are addressed to two municipal officials who have served as 
gymnasiarchs and now function as the commission responsible for the epikrisis; the Oxyrhynchite 
documents are submitted to one or more officials of the nome or of the metropolis, and in the first 
century A.D. the strategus himself and the secretary of the nome (BaoUxds yoapjiateds) were 
members of the commission. Although previous service as gymnasiarch seems to have been a 
qualification in Arsinoe, this was not so in Oxyrhynchus where only three officials are identified as 
ex-gymnasiarchs. All members of the commission in Oxyrhynchus have held or are holding some 
office within the nome or metropolis. 

(2) The Arsinoite declarations in every case offer enrollment in at least one fourteen year 
census (xarr’ oixiery éatoyoagpi)) by the boy's parents or by the declarant as proof of the eligibility 
of the boy for privileged status, and the census lists serve as the main source of validation for the 
claims. Those from Oxyrhynchus, on the other hand, in offering credentials rely on the tax lists 
drawn up in a census year or revised annually on the basis of information supplied by the populace 
stating (81 6pokdyou Raoyoagtas) or proving (6 éxrxoicewc) that the register should be 
revised. Whereas the Arsinoite declarants showed both parents were enrolled in the census, the 
Oxyrhynchite declarants offered proof that the boy's father and maternal grandfather were 
registered as taxpayers paying the twelve drachma rate: 

(3) The documents from Arsinoe usually are concluded by the signature of one of the 
officials on the commission who has certified that the boy submitted is the legal son (or slave) of 
the parents (or owner) designated by the declaration. In effect, this means that the document 
signed in this way by the official amounts to a receipt or certification of the completed epikrisis. 
No such certification is noted on the Oxyrhynchite declarations. Here the signatures are those of 
the declarants or those writing the document for them. The only official notation found on them is 
the statement (in two documents) that the declarations have been placed on the docket. 
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64, "This is true, for example, of BGU XI 2086 which is clasification 
listed among the Arsinoite documents Its form permits no other 











STATUS DECLARATIONS IN ROMAN EGYPT 


I. TH 





FUNCTION OF THE DOCUMENTS 


Of all the types of epikrisis declarations, the metropolite is the easiest to classify according to. 
function. As is true of all the applications for epikrisis, the general function of the metropolite is 
the determination of status. The declarants seek to prove that the young men submitted for 
epikrisis are entitled to classification as untgoxohitar Sodexddgayyor (or dxtédgazH01 oF 
elxoatdgerys01), 

The function of this process can be defined more specifically than simply the determination 
of status. To be a yntoonohitns dwdexddgazu0s (or the equivalent in the other three nomes) 
means to belong to a privileged ory. It is not by accident that the ages most 
frequently given for the boys are thirteen and fourteen. At age fourteen, young men in Egypt” 
became subject to poll-tax. Therefore, it was necessary for parents (or owner, since slaves also 
ake a declaration before that time if they wanted the boys to 
receive the tax privilege to which they were entitled. Whenever the age of a boy exceeds fourteen, 
ts from making a declaration at the proper 
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We must assume that something prevented the pare 
time. 

The privilege g 
was a reduction of their poll-tax pay 
Romans differed in amount 





ited to these applicants, providing they met the necessary qualifications, 
ent. The poll-tax (Aaoyocupia) imposed on Egypt by the 
nomes, possibly as a reflection of the different degrees of 
prosperity from nome to nome. From the tax roll preserved in PLond II 257 (pp. 19-28 — 94 
A.D.), it is clear that the full annual rate in Arsinoe and the Arsinoite nome was forty drachmas 
per head. The privileged rate for some who resided in the metropolis apparently was half that 
amount. Although the metropolite documents of Arsinoe do not identify the tax rate of the 
privileged, from tax receipts for the poll-tax such as PLond I 170 (p. 69 — 175 A.D.) and 340 
(pp. 69-70 — 179 A.D.) and from the tax roll PLond II 261 (pp. 53-61 — 72-73 A.D.), itis 
certain that the privileged paid only twenty drachmas. The full rate for residents of Oxyrhynchus 
and the Oxyrhynchite 
declarations of the privileged in the metropolis we learn that their rate was twelve drachmas. The 
reduced rate in Heracleopolis and Hermopolis was eight drachmas. We do not know what the full 
rate was, but it may have been, as in Arsinoe, double the reduced rate. 

In order to qualify for this reduced poll-tax rate, certain conditions had to be met. First, both 
parents (or the owner) of the boy seeking the reduced rate had to belong to the privileged 
metropolite group and had to be registered as such in one of the quarters of the metropolis. 
Second, one or both of the parents (or the owner) had to submit to the proper officials a 
declaration of the type described above as an application for the privileged status and as proof of 
the right to receive it. When the declaration was found to be in order, the boy's name was entered 
on the proper tax list in the manner illustrated by PLond II 260 (pp. 42-53 — 72-73 A.D.). 

Mere residence in the metropolis, therefore, was not enough to qualify young men for the 
tax privilege. The fact that their parents both had to belong to the privile 
that this was an hereditary right 

















nome is disputed, but is usually set at sixteen drachmas.” From the 
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65, Except Roman cit 





ns, citizens of Alexandria, and The youngest recorded ages for metropolite epikriss ar 
allace 109-10. leven in PSIX 1109 (93-94 A.D., Oxyrhynchus), declaration 
66, Asin PBruxinv E8017. The two young men submitted cath 10 a strategus by the guardian of a boy who had been 
to the epikrisis offi 24 and 21 yeats old. Possible exa 

reasons for the late 


some priests. See 












red that the boy's father and maternal grandfather were 
iidoerzuor; and twelve in PHaw 401 (161-69 A.D. 
wer time. Arsinoe), a met 

status oF 67. See Wall 
return to Arsinoe after residing elsewhere for a time 68, For a discussion of these rates, see Wallace 121-26. 
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Bingen suggests as possibilities: change of residence 
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existence of a privileged rate also indicates that not everyone in the metropolis paid it. Otherwise 
it would not be a privilege and there would be no reason to go through a special process such as 
that outlined above. Itseems likely, although it cannot be proven, that atsome early period during 
the Roman occupation of Egypt a list was drawn up in each of the metropoleis identifying the first 
privileged metropolites.” The list probably was formulated during the reign of Augustus, and a 
Possible date for this is about 4/5 A.D. This date, to judge from the gymnasium declarations in 
which credentials are regularly referred back to this time, apparently was the occasion for certain 
administrative changes in Egypt. Another possibility is that the first metropolite list was drawn up 
at the time when the first fourteen year census was made (33/34 A.D. or more likely earlier).” 
‘The earliest metropolite declarations are dated in the last quarter of the first century A.D., and 
this, with the exception of POxyII 288 (see note 70), is the earliest proof of the existence of this 
privileged group. 

The original membership in this category cannot be determined, nor can the initial 
qualifications or conditions for inclusion in it be identified. We may suggest, however, some 
possibilities 

An examination of the names which appear in the metropolite epikrisis declarations 
indicates that Greek and Egyptian names appear frequently in the documents. Moreover, in all 
the declarations except those where names have been lost” the families of the declarant and his 
wife include members both with Greek names and with Egyptian names and, on occasion, with 
mixed names, The frequency with which Egyptians as well as Greeks are named in the 
declarations indicates that the process of metropolite epikrisis initially involved both groups or a 
mixture of both. 

Assuming that this is correct, we can theorize some more about these original metropolites. 
Perhaps when the list originally was fixed, it included all the Greeks or Greco-Egyptians resident 
in the metropolis at the time or it may have been made up of those who held office in the 
metropolis or nome. They in distinction from the Egyptians of the smaller villages and rural areas 
were more likely to have been influenced by the Hellenic culture and probably were involved in 
local government and assisted in the administration of the nomes. Because of their responsibilities 
and because of their greater cultural harmony with the Romans, these metropolites were granted 
privileges such as a reduced poll-tax rate when that tax was imposed by the Romans. 

The original Greco-Egyptian metropolites then transmitted the privileged status to their 
children, and eventually (or more probably when the original list was drawn up) the process by 
which the transmission was certified was the epikrisis. Because the metropolites may have had 
specific and important functions to perform in the nome and in the metropolis, and because 
non-metropolites might from time to time take up residence in the metropolis, it was necessary 
that the membership in the group be regulated by the state through officials in the nome or 
metropolis. The epikrisis which served to transmit the privileged status from father to son 



































69, See Mertens 109-10. 
70, Hombert-Préaux, Recherches 47-52, insist that SB 


epikrisis is indicated by two documents from Hermopolis in 
which the census is called wax’ obxiav éxtnoins (PHamb 





3661 (33/34 A.D.) is the earliest record ofthe census. Grenfell 
and Hun¢ identify POxy 1 254 (19/20 A.D.) as the earliest. The 
census, of course, could have been instituted earlier than either 
of these extant records indicates. My own suspicion is that the 
census was initiated in 5/6 A.D, and that the original 
metropolite list was made at that time or in the previous year 
The collection of the pll-tax was thereby placed on asystematic 
basis and allowance was officially made for exemptions o 
reductions. The close connection between the census and the 


(60=CIP Ill 485, 90 A.D. and SBOS69a, 160 A.D.). That the 
‘epikrsis and consequently the metropolite class existed asearly 
a 11-12 A.D. is attested by POxy Il 288 (22-25 A.D.) atax 
‘account which includes a copy of an extract from an epikrisis of 
11-12 AD. 

71. Information is not complete for: Arsinoe — PStrassb 
134; PRyl It 279; PHaw 401; BGU XI 2086, Oxyrhynchus — 
PRyl I 278; POxy IV 714; PSI XI 1230; PEr! 31 
Heracleopolis — PBoa 19, 
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‘accomplished this. Moreover, since the privilege granted to the metropolites involved a reduction 
in tax revenue, it is quite likely that membership was controlled carefully. Such careful control is 
indicated by the requirement that both parents (father directly and mother through her father) 
belong to the category 

This would not necessarily mean that admission to the metropolites was impossible for those 
whose parents and ancestors did not belong to the category. It is conceivable that others were 
granted the status under exceptional circumstances. The metropolite declarations themselves 
show that membership was extended to slaves and to freedmen. Their children, however, would 
not become metropolites unless as slaves their owner declared for them or as freedmen they 
married another metropolite. In fact, no metropolite, it seems, could bring his children into the 
category unless he or she married another metropolite. 

Eventually (or originally when the list was made up) the residents of the metropoleis 
included many non-metropolites as well as metropolites. Thus it was essential for the tax officials 
to continue to require applications for epikrisis so they could determine easily who the privileged 
were. This they did for at least the period of time between the last half of the first century A.D. and 
the first half of the third century A.D., the time from which all known metropolite epikrisis 
declarations come. 

Most of the extant declarations are from the second century A.D., and only five declarations 
are dated in the third century. Of these five, four definitely belong to the first quarter of that 
century. No metropolite declaration later than 235 A.D. has been found. The reason why this 
process apparently was discontinued early in the third century is not at all clear.” It has been 
Suggested by Paul Mertens” that the disappearance of these declarations may be related to the 
promulgation of the Constitutio Antoniniana in 212 A.D, What effect this extensive grant of 
Roman citizenship had on taxation in Egypt is uncertain. Although Roman citizens were not 
liable to the poll- the Constitutio Antoniniana did not eliminate the 
Aaoyeapla, the poll-tax paid by Egyptians, for the continuance of the tax can be documented 
after 212 A.D.” We do not know, however, whether or not the privileged rate continued on the 
same basis as before or whether it continued at all. It is logical to assume that it did since the 
poll-tax continued to apply to Egyptians and the term Sudexé5gayuos remained in use. If the 
privileged rate did apply after 212 A.D., then we must try to explain why metropolite epikrisis 
declarations cease so soon thereafter.” 

We are compelled, it seems, to choose among three possible explanations for the 
appearance of metropolite declarations during the first part of the third century A.D. 

(1) The Constitutio Antoniniana by granting Roman citizenship to Egyptians removed 
them from liability to a poll-tax and thus applications were no longer necessary. Two major 
objections to this explanation as we have seen above are: (a) receipts subsequent to 212 A.D. 
show that for some Egyptians the poll-tax continued, and (b) we have four epikrisis declarations 
later than 212 A.D., all of which cannot with certainty be explained away as vestiges of the syst 
discarded. 

(2) Although the Constitutio Antoniniana granted Roman citizenship to Egyptians, they 
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72. Apparently discontinued the term Sutexdd- _Antoniniana (Wiesbaden 1958) 101-04, 
‘eco; is found. as late as 291 A.D. (PCom 18), and 0 75. Assuming that they do cease. The few that appear after 
conclusive proof for termination of this epikrisishasbeenfound 212 A.D. could be explained as the result of a transition from 
other than the nck of declarations and the disappearance of the one system to another (whether that involves a change from 
term nroarok(ens at the same time declaration to no declaration or from pol-tax to no poll-tax) 





73. Mertens 112 Some localities may have been slow to change over to a new 


74, For the evidence, see Christoph Sasse, Die Constitutio procedure after 212 A.D. 
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continued to pay poll-tax on the same privileged and non-privileged basis as before. Yet for some 
undetermined reason, metropolite declarations were no longer generally used or required. P.J 
Sijpesteijn” offered the following explanation for the disappearance of the metropolite 
declarations. He believed that the privileged category continued to exist and that probably after 
212 A.D. this category was established without the submission of declarations. Unfortunately he 
offers no reason why this new procedure should have been initiated or what the Constitutio 
Antoniniana would have had to do with its introduction.” There is, in fact, no apparent reason 
(other than proximity in time) why such a change in procedure should be linked with the 
Constitutio Antoniniana if the basis for taxation for Egyptians remained unchanged. Indeed, 
POxy X 1306 indicates that some of the privileged did submit declarations after 212 A.D. 
Aurelius Sarap...” identifies himself as untgoxoh(ms dwdexé5oaz)0¢ and declares on behalf of 
his son. 

(3) The Constitutio Antoniniana brought about no changes in the poll-tax in Egypt, and 
those who were privileged continued to pay a reduced rate and to submit declarations on behalf of 
their children, The reason for the small number of extant declarations is that only a few have 
turned up, not that the number submitted was less than before 212 A.D, However, in view of the 
wealth of other documents from the third century A.D., it is odd that only a few of the many 
epikrisis documents submitted have come to light. 

None of these explanations is totally satisfying and each presents problems which cannot 
now be solved. It seems better, nonetheless, to assume that the few early third century 
declarations come from a procedure which had become non-essential and was gradually being 
phased out than to believe that the few documents are all that we have happened to find for a 
process still thriving as it had in the second century. My conclusion, therefore, is that the practice 
of declaring continued for a brief time even though the epikrisis had become irrelevant, and that 
the epikrisis was irrelevant then either because poll-tax was no longer demanded and was 
gradually being phased out or because municipal officials discarded the process which had in fact 
all along been convenient but not really essential in determining who metropolites were 
































76. In his comments on PWise 1 17. ctizens to assume the praenomen Aurelius, He: 

77. Even before 212 A.D., the government without the have a new Roman citizen of Egyptian extraction, liable to the 
declarations could have determined who the privileged were _poll-tax, and obligated to declare for his son, See also PEr! 31 
from birth notices and census records. ‘and PBrux inv E 7910, where the same praenomen occurs and is 


78, It was customary after the granting of Roman used to date the documents after 212 A.D. 
citizenship through the Constitutio Antoniniana for the new 
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1, One declaration (PStrassb 219) is too fragmentary 10 
‘permit certain clasifcation as to provenance. The text that does 
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The Gymnasium Class 


Unlike the declarations for metropolite epikrisis which come from four different nomes, the 
declarations of those &% tod yupvactov come only from Oxyrhynchus and Hermopolis.' The 
following list contains all known declarations of this type: 


SB 7440a (by parents) 
PStrassb 288 (by parents?) 
PAmh II 75 (by mother) 


PRyl Il 102 (by parents?) 


WChrest 147 (by parents) 
ts) 


POxy Il 257 = 
POxy X 1266 (by par 





PSI VII 731 (by parents) 
POxy XII 1452, col II (by uncle) 
POxy XXII 2345 (by parents) 
POxy XVIII 2186 (by parents) 
PSI V 457 (by uncle) 





ORIGIN UNCERTAIN 


PStrassb 219 (by parents?) 


I. THE FORM OF THE DOCUMENTS 


A. Oxyrhynchus 


‘The formula used in the gymnasium declarations from Oxyrhynchus is similar in many ways 
to that of the metropolite declarations. There is, in fact, the same introductory information. In the 


remain enables us to determine that it is a gymnasium 


‘declaration, For a complete text ofa gymnasium declaration, sce 
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four Oxyrhynchite documents in which the beginning of the declaration has not been lost,? the 
addressees are listed in the dative case. These officials are identified as: 


‘oroamydc—POxy XII 1452, col II (127-28 A.D.) 

Baovktx¢ yoauuaredc—POxy XII 1452, col I (127-28 A.D.) 
‘yunvaoapysioas—POxy XVIII 2186; PSI V 457 (260-76 A.D.) 
BiBktoqthaS—PSI VII 731 (end of the first century A.D.) 
Bovdevtijs—POxy XVIII 2186; PSI V 457 (260-76 A.D.) 

ob x00¢ TH Exxoloe—POxy XVIII 2186; PSI V 457 (260-76 A.D.) 
eEqyntevoas—PSI V 457 (276 A.D.) 

Evagyos oountii—PSI V 457 (276 A.D.) 














‘The same change in the type of officials from the early documents to the late ones can be observed 
here as in the metropolite declarations, Officials of the nome seem to be replaced by municipal 
office holder 

The declarant identifies himself with the phrase: xagét N., son of N. and N. dt "OEvodyxav 
x6hewg.’ This is exactly the same formula as found in the metropolite declarations. 

In the declaration proper, the formula, which does not alter substantially with date includes 
the following: 

(1) The prepositional phrase specifying that the declaration is made xavé va xedevadévta 
regi éxixoiaews tov xQoafatvovtan els tod & tod yunvaaiov. Variations from this form are 
not subs POxy Il 257 substitutes Gd yunvaciow for é tod yuuvagiov. In PSIVII731 the 
reading is xegi tod éxrxonijvat tods TQCafaivovtac. This form is the same as the one found in 
the metropolite declarations, except that els rods &% tod yuptvaolov repla 
(tovoxardexaeteis) or (teooageoxaudexcietei) 

(2) A conditional statement: el elatv t00 yévous tostov." Here also the difference from the 
metropolite declarations is slight; rod yévous tovto replaces & Gyuporégwrv jnTQOMO) 
(Sodexadodxna). 

(3) A statement declaring that the boy is eligible for this epikrisis: éxéeyn éxt dyupddov N. 
(gen.)*6 vids wow N. (followed by various items of identification) v ngs % Eveatds ( )th (Eros) 
(éxav) 1 (with identifying marks or characteristics listed), 

or 
dn AG tv vidy pow N. (mother identified) yeyovéven (toLoxaidexaeTH) eis 1 Eveatds ( )th (Eros) 
é1’ duqédou N." More variation from the metropolite declarations is found in this section than in 
the previous ones. The most interesting difference is in the addition of the listing of physical or 
other identifying characteristics. 
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‘Appendix 

2. The addressees’ names and offices have been lost in 
POxy 11 257; X 1266 and XXII 2345, 

3. This phrase is lost in POxy X 1266 and XX1t 2345 
POxy11257 and PSI'VI1731 add GyeSbov Hoaxhéon 
and. PSI V 457 inserts before the name of the 
ewes) 

‘4, The editor of POxy XII 1452, col It resolves 2000 ) a8 
xgoofiefjuétiry) mainly, it seems, because the metropolite 
Aeclaration of col Lis best interpreted asthe perfect participle 
The same abbreviation in PSTV 457 has not been resolved. The 
better reading in both documents probably is that ofthe other 
declarations ofthis type: xeoop(axvivtur). See Mertens 115, 
Mertens also asserts in note 99 on this same page that & ro 
youvaoiou is preferred in epikrisis declarations, but xd 





y wig) 





‘nuwaoiow is regularly employed in birth declarations. 

5. This statement is missing in POxy Il 257 and has been. 
lost in a lacuna in POxy X 1266, 

6. The fyupoba. found in these do 
Ténur, Konto’, and Mrrospou 

POxy XXII 2345 (the boy issaid to have a scar and tobe 

literate); POxy XVIII 2186 (age restored as (1); the boy has a 
scat on his left cheek, has a small forehead, andi strikingly tall) 
PSL 457 (age lost); POxyXII 1452, col I, ike the metropolite 
declarations, has instead of div ete, nooapefn 
(rquoaudexaarteig) 1p 5uthO(vx) (thE. This whole section 
(3) hhas been lost in POxy X 1266. 

8. POxy Il 257; and PSI VII 731 is similar to this, but 
substitutes freely: aqooyuni iuawtiv xpoafiefine( as) 
ois (nouommuberaereis) dd youvaotou w@ ( )th (Ere). 





Heaxiovg 
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(4) The declaration: S8_v agayevdpevos xod¢ Thy ToUtoV éxixorow SyMO xaré Thy 
yevouévny (date) 1Gv & tod yynvaoion éxixoioy Exxexoiodat toy naxéga (or other relative) 
followed by the listing of credentials.” The initial part of this declaration is exactly the same as that 
of the metropolite documents. After this, however, the two classes of declarations differ greatly, 
although both proceed to identify the credentials offered for validation of the claim 

The credentials portion the gymnasium documents is much longer and more involved than 
that of the metropolite declarations. In each of the six Oxyrhynchite declarations which contain 
this section or a portion of it, it seems that the declarant normally traces the membership of the 
boy’s ancestors in the gymnasium class back to a list drawn up in the thirty-fourth year of 
Augustus (4/5 A.D.). Both father and mother of the boy submitted are shown to be members of 
the gymnasium class, but the information about the membership of the father’s ancestors in the 
class is usually more complete than that provided for the mother’s ancestors.” By citing the year 
and place in which these ancestors were accepted by epikrisis into the class, the declarant moves 
from himself or his wife back to the ancestor enrolled during the reign of Augustus. The list which 
follows gives the earliest date provided by the documents for both father’s and mothe 
ancestors. 


























Father's ancestry Mother's ancestry 
POxy II 257 AD. 4/5 AD. 4/5 
POxy X 1266 4/5 72/73 
PSI VII 731 ? 2 
POxy XII 1452 4/5 4/5 


72/73 (lacuna follows) 
80 (lacuna follows) 
none listed 





POxy XXII 2345 72/73 (lacut 
POxy XVIII 2186 4/5 
PSI V 457 4/5 





PSIVII 731 and POxy XXII 2345 presumably also listed information on the father’sside back to 
4/5 A.D. and it appears that this was usually the earliest date for the listing of the mother's 
ancestors. Why PSTV 457 includes no information about the mother's side and why POxyX 1266 
goes back only to 72/73 A.D. is not known." 

It seems that 72/73 A.D. aswell as 4/5 was a year of special significance for this process. The 
date perhaps marks a reclassification of the gymnasium class like the original classification during 
the reign of Augustus. POxy X 1266 speaks of a ais tiv éxrxexomévooy in 72/73 A.D. This 
réi&ig may be the equivalent of the yoaq? of 4/5 A.D. or an updating of that original list, perhaps 
to include additional names. The appearance of names for the first time on the roll of 72/73 could 
explain why some documentation is carried back only that far. Why the strategus in that year 
revised the list is unknown. Indeed, we are not even sure why the original list was made in 4/5 
AD. 

















9. ‘This section and the ones following it have been lost in 11, tis possible that this information was not essential for 





PSE-VI 731, 

10. One reason for this is that the mother’s ancestry is 
listed toward the end of the document where damage to the 
papyrus has deprived us of a complete listing. This is true of 
POxyXXI12345 and XVIII2186, In POxyX 1266 the mother's 
ancestry is traced back only to 72/73, and in PSI V 457 0 
attempt is made to establish the maternal classification in the 
gymnasium. 





validation of the claim, for gymnasium declarations, unlike 
those of the metropolite category, do not specify anywhere that 
both parents should belong to the class for which the boy is 
submitted, Itis very likely, however, that both parents had to be 
‘members of the gymnasium class, for most of the documents go 
to great lengths to prove that they both are members. See 

for a discussion of the significance of 72/73 
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In POxy XVIII 2186 we find a very careful listing of the ancestors of the declarant and his 
wife. This listing, summarized below, will illustrate the form in the credentials section of these 
documents. The name of the boy submitted for epikrisis and the names of his father and mother 
have been lost. 











Father's Ancestry Gupoba 
[N.] submitted for epikrisis, A.D. 260 [NJ 
his father, the declarant, [N.] [énvx(exeioda)] [date]. Kennxod 
the boy’s grandfather, Sarapion, éxux(exgioa:), A.D. 165/66, “Avappodaoyov 
the boy's great-grandfather, [N.] [éxvx(exoioBar)] [date], Mntgdou 
the father’s great-grandfather, Cornelius, éxix(exoioat), A.D. 114/15, Mntedou 
the grandfather's great-grandfather [N.], [émx(exolodai)] [reign of 

Domitian), Kontixod 
Cornelius’ grandfather [N.] [émx(exoioBa)], A.D. 72/73, Mnrgdov 
Cornelius’ great-grandfather, Philon [évx(exovoba.)] [date] IN] 
Philon’s father, Dionysius, A.D. 4/5, év ti) 100 45 (Erous) Seo xaloagog 

yeatgh) 
Mother's Ancestry 
[N.] submitted for epikrisis A.D. 260 IN] 
his mother [N.] 
her father, Chosion, évx(exgiobar), A.D. 181/82 (N] 
her grandfather [N.], éux(exgiadau), A.D. 147/48 IN] 
her great-grandfather, Apollonius (also called Zoilus) [éxtx(exotodas)], A.D. 

119/20 (NJ 
her father’s great-grandfather, Apollonius, émx(exoioBa), A.D. 79/80 INJ 


(the remainder of the listing is lost) 


The proof section of all the Oxyrhynchite gymnasium declarations consists of statements 
affirming that various ancestors have gone through the epikrisis which admits them to the 
gymnasium class No other proof is offered except the statement that an ancestor who lived in 
‘Oxyrhynchus in 4/5 A.D. was originally entered on the list of the thirty-fourth year of the deified 
Augustus. 

Five of the seven declarations” have an oath immediately after the listing of the credentials, 
the same place where the oath appears in the metropolite declarations. This oath, however, is 
more elaborate than the one found in the metropolite documents: xai duvéw by thy thyny of 
emperor N. Gini) elvar ta xooyeyoapuéva xai elvawN. (acc.) poe s.00 xai N. (gen.) vidv xa 
Uh Béoer undé xdPAntov und’ GhLorolaus dopare(ars  Suavuniaic xexoroBaL f Evoxos eliy 
x@ Sox." The phrases added to the oath assure the officials that the child is the natural, 
legitimate son of the declarants and that the credentials and names offered in proof do not belong 
to someone other than the family of the child. 

As in metropolite declarations, the date and signature follow the oath and end the 
document. The signature of the declarant is given in this way: N. émdéSwxa xai dudpouc tov 
Sxov."" In each of the four declarations where the signature appears, it is written by a hand 








12, ‘The oath is lost in PSIVII 731 and POxy XII 1452, phrases 
col 1 14. The date has not been included in POxy11 257 and has 

13. POxyX 1266 substitutes wh éyetobaa forddOHielvar been lost in PSI VII 731 and POxy XIl 1452, col II, both of 
va ngoyeyoaputva, and POxy XXII 2345 has both of these which, along with POxy XXII 2345, also lack the signature 
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different from that of the rest of the document. Two of the declarations append to this section the 
names or statements of witnesses who can support the claims made by the declarant.'* 
No indication is given about the official action taken in response to these declarations. 


B. Hermopolis 


‘The four gymnasium documents from Hermopolis are better discussed individually than 
classified and described under a regular, definable form. Formal similarities do exist among them, 
but an identification of these will be made after each declaration has been discussed. 

SB 7440a, the earliest of the declarations (132 A.D.), has already been described as a 
metropolite declaration from Hermopolis."* Its form, accordingly, is essentially that of 
metropolite declarations for the epikrisis: addresses, declaration, proof, oath, date, and signature. 
What makes this document difficult to identify with precision is the statement of the declarant 
Hermaeus that he is “Equoxoh(irov) &xd y(vnvacion) dx{ta}dodyuov dvayoapou[é|v(ov) éx{i 
TI6A(ews) "AnnA(uirov). Furthermore, he later identifies his wife as Gxd yunv[aotov] 
y[a}yoaponéyns éx{i] tod adrod auqSd{ov]. His son Hermogenes, he says, is now thirteen 
years old and should be submitted for epikrisis as his three other sons had been. 

There is no way of determining exactly what the object of this epikrisis was. It may have been 
entrance into one of the two classes — metropolite or gymnasium — mentioned in the 
document," or perhaps the declaration served to make application for entrance into both at the 
same time." Unfortunately, there is a break in the text at the point where normally the proof of 
eligibility is offered. The loss of text is not extensive — no more than half a line which cannot be 
read, It does not seem that the declarant said much more here than: 51 GEud xa tovtov (i.¢. 
Hermogenes) &y t[ois] «1... BV tév GdEAG[Gy] cxdr{od...]. AMong whom? We do not know, 
for éy rfoig] may be completed with Gxd yunvaciov or with dxtadodyuorc, 

Support for each of these readings can be found. The very presence of the phrase éxd 
yunvaatou used to identify both father and mother strongly suggests that they seek for their son 
certification of his right to belong to that class. Nothing is said about the mother’s being in the 
eight drachma category, and that Hermogenes' father indicates he is may be incidental to the real 
object of the declaration — membership in the gymnasium class. On the other hand, we have 
noted how carefully Oxyrhychite gymnasium declarations have detailed the credentials of such an 
application back to the time of Augustus. Nothing like that was included in SB 7440a; in fact, 
there appears to have been no listing of credentials at all in the declaration beyond the 
identifications discussed above: As we will see from the other Hermopolite gymnasium 
declarations, the same detailed information was offered by declarants there as in Oxyrhychus. 
The lack of any information, of course, would be unusual also in metropolite declarations. It is 
possible that this omission could in either case be explained by the fact that three sons already 
have gone through this kind of epikrisis. Perhaps it was not necessary to repeat in detail what had 
been offered at least once before in declarations for the same purpose. 
































‘because of damage to the papyrus. POxy XVIII 2186 also lacks 17. $B7440b immediately following itis without adoubt 
the signature. metropolite declaration, 

15. In POxy XVIII 2186 the witnesses’ names are listed at 18. There's, however, no other declaration showing that 2 
the end;in PSTV 457 the concluding statement appears tohave single application sufficed for entrance to both classes. The 
bbeen made by one of the witnesses. This statement (by a third existence of two different types of declaration otherwise 
hhand) affirms thatthe information presented by the declarantis suggests that an individual had to be declared into each class 
correct as offered. 

separately : 
16. Supra pp. 20-21 
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Until we are able to find conclusive evidence for classification of SB 7440a exclusively into 
the gymnasium or metropolite category, it is probably best to continue to list it under both 
headings, It is our belief that the declaration likely was made for the purpose of submitting 
Hermogenes for entrance into the gymnasium class. 

PAmbh Il 75 (161-68 A.D.) offers in three columns the declaration of a woman named 
Demetria for her son Artemon. The arrangement of the declaration emphasizes the importance 
of proper proof of eligibility in documents of this type. Column I records the declaration proper in 
what seems to be the usual form, whereas columns II and III offer a lengthy series of extracts from 
past official records of the family of Artemon. The function of these latter two columns clearly is 
that of supporting the claim made in the first column. 

‘The declaration itself in column I has not been very well preserved; all that remains are a few 
letters at the ends of the lines, with about fifteen lines completely lost in the middle of the column, 
From what remains, however, the text can be positively identified as an epikrisis declaration of the 
gymnasium type. There does not seem to have been an address at the beginning of the declaration. 
The first line identifies the declarant, and perhaps the designation "Euxon(oh. ) dard y(vavaoiov) 
refers to her or to her guardian through whom she applies. Mention is made of her son in line 5 
(name lost here), and in line 7 the term exxou( ) appears. Following the loss of some fifteen 
lines, line 24(?) ends with Gx tod yupvaoto(v). The closing lines include the oath and the date of 
the declaration. We do not know for certain what kind of information has been lost in the middle 
of the declaration. To judge from documents of other cities, it would seem likely that much of this 
part of the document contained proof that the claim was valid. 

‘That proof in column I, apparently, was either brief and incomplete or required some 
specific and detailed substantiation, for the last two columns are exclusively the documentation 
for the claim made in the first column. In these extracts from official records of the census and the 
epikrisis, the family tree of Artemon is carried back for five generations to the beginning of the 
reign of Augustus.” The entries typically include the following information: date; place of 
registration or certification; location of record (sometimes with number and sheet in the archives 
listed); name, identification, and age of the individual involved; names, identification, and ages of 
immediate family of the individual whose record is summarized.” The evidence included in these 
entries is taken from census lists or epikrisis lists. Most of the extracts identify the individual 
whose record is summarized as dtd yunvaoiov, and in the entries where the phrase is not 
included, it seems certain that the extract is offered for the same purpose as those which do 
include it. Both the father’s and the mother’s side of the family are listed as members of the 
gymnasium class. 

Very similar to PAmh II 75 is PRyIII 102 (last half of the second century A.D.), where the 
same lengthy listing of extracts from family records was meant to provide evidence for a boy's 
right to be admitted to the gymnasium class. PRyl II 102 does not contain the declaration proper, 
and it is not certain on whose behalf the declaration was made. That its object was proof of 
eligibility for entrance to the gymnasium is clear not only from its similarity to PAmh IL 75, but 
also from the constant appearance of persons designated dx yunvaoiou in the declaration. 

‘The document contains two columns of extracts which follow the same general form as those 
in PAmh II 75. In column I there are parts of at least six extracts containing the following items of 


















































19. See PAmh II 75, p. 91 for a diagram showing the Néguvos @go(voiov) Aufl) @ xhi(ou) xoQAFuarT05) jb, 
genealogy of Artemon and his family ‘Aaimmdins “Aza 
20, All these items of information are found in the  “Howvos (driv) uO, x(vvh) (airod) feolot}s Equatov 200 


following extract from lines 47-49 of this column: va (Ermus) _ Atopianfols (Ena) jb, “Aetéuor vids (airod) (Erin) 
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formation: date; place of registation or certification; location of record in archives; name, 
identification, and age of individual whose record is summarized; and names, identification, and 
ages of his immediate family. In these identifications, PRyl II 102 includes physical marks or 
characteristics of the person who has been registered. Column II has four entries in the same form 
as those of the first column. The first and last entries are census returns, the second reports a 
declaration in a non-census year, and the third entry is a registration of a one year old boy in the 
list of minors from the gymnasium.” 

‘The last Hermopolite declaration of this type has been very badly preserved. PStrassb 288 
(156-57 A.D.) provides just enough information in its two columns to make possible its inclusion 
among the gymnasium declarations. Column I apparently contained the declaration written in the 
usual form for these documents. The fragmentary nature of the text which has been recovered 
prevents us from listing exactly what form the declaration took. Reference is made in lines 6-8 to 
both the census and to the epikrisis in what seems to be a listing of credentials, The oath was 
recorded in lines 9-11, and in lines 11-13 the first column ended with the date 

Column II enables us to identify the document as a gymnasium declaration, Although only 
six lines of the column remain, it is clear that this is a listing of brief extracts from official record: 
pertaining to the family of the declarant in column I. The list speaks of these ancestors as éurd 
‘yonvaoiov in the same way that the previous two declarations did, and the information as in those 
documents probably was carried back to the generation which lived during the reign of Augustus. 
No entry in this column is complete enough to use for illustrating the manner in which the 
évawpogia were listed. 

From these four Hermopolite documents we can suggest what must have been the standard 
form of the gymnasium declarations. The initial section, it seems, was very much like the 
declarations from Oxyrhynchus. Included in the full form of the applications from Hermopolis 
must have been the address, the declaration, the oath, date, and signature along with a very brief 
list of credentials. 

Unlike the Oxrhynchus documents which normally list the credentials at length in the 
declaration, those of Hermopolis as a rule probably appended the complete list of credentials to 
the declaration in the way PAmh II 75, PRyl II 102, and PStrassb 288 have done.” These 
credentials are extracts from official census and epikrisis records and are usually listed by volume 
and page. It would seem from PAmh II 75 that the credentials traced the eligibility of the boy for 
admission to the gymnasium back to the time of Augustus by proving that his family on both 
father’s and mother’s side belonged to the class known as cxd yunvaoiov. 






































C. PStrassb 219 


‘This document is too fragmentary to classify precisely with regard to its provenance, Its form 
clearly is that of an epikrisis declaration, and that it is an application for entrance to the 
gymnasium class is indicated by the phrase év tois dx tod yuy[vaotov] in line 6 and éxroriiyvau 
airtd[y] in line 10. 








21. *Anoyea( i) degra (Guy) xd 





te listing of extracts which have 
1ed to the original declaration of 


Jéxdy(wpvanion), the proof was offered in a sepat 





location, name of boy, name of parents, date, and age of boy. been lost or which were atta 





This pethaps explains why SB 7440s does ot have a which this is simply a copy 
credentials section included in the declaration. Its possible that 


ed Oe See en 


‘membership in tha 
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D. Summary and Comparison of Forms 


Reference has been made repeatedly to similarities and differences between the gymnasium 
declarations of Oxyrhynchus and Hermopolis. Their form is basically the same, although the 
location of the credentials section in Hermopolite declarations is significantly different from that 
in all other epikrisis declarations whether of the metropolite or gymnasium types. 

There is, furthermore, no substantial difference in form between the metropolite and the 
gymnasium declarations. Apart from necessary changes in formula and wording, the gymnasium 
documents differ from the metropolite in only one major way: the credentials section of the 
gymnasium declarations is much more extensive and detailed than in the metropolite documents, 
In the latter, proof is usually restricted to the declarant and his wife with an occasional reference 
to their parents; in the gymnasium declaration, the proof applies to the boy’s family on both sides 
back to the time of Augustus, a span of time in a few instances of over two centuries. 





Il, THE FUNCTION OF THE DOCUMENTS 


The status sought through epikrisis declarations of the type described above clearly has 
something to do with the gymnasia of the metropoleis from which the documents come. Precisely 
what that relationship is between these documents and the gymnasium has not been easy to 
discover. To help determine what specifically the function of these declarations was, we should 
consider these points. 

(1) The gymnasia in the Greco-Egyptian cities were the centers of Hellenic life, education, 
and culture. Already in Ptolemaic times gymnasia had promoted the national and cultural 
cohesion of the Greeks through the education offered to their children. Although initially 
gymnasia were private organizations often supported or at least encouraged by Hellenistic 
monarchs, they come in the Roman period under the direct supervision of the government. In that 
Roman period as well as during the Ptolemaic era the gymnasia served not only as agencies to 
educate the young; they also provided adults with centers for intellectual as well as recreational 
activities. These members of the Ptolemaic gymnasia referred to themselves as ol x to0 
‘yunvaoiov and with their resources regulated and supported the organizations to which they 
belonged.” We should expect therefore that the gymnasia in the Roman era involved the 
descendants of these Greeks who had settled in Egypt and that the functions in the Roman period 
were essentially the same as earlier under the Hellenistic monarchs. 

(2) The declarants in these documents describe themselves as & tod or xd yunvaoiov, 
which we shall take to mean “members of the gymnasium”. What they seek for their sons is 

same class or organization 

(3) The designation & t00 yon vaotov in these declarations replaces the fiscal designation of 
the metropolite documents. 

(4) The age of the boys submitted for this epikrisis is either thirteen or fourteen—the same 
ages which are common in the metropolite declarations and the age (fourteen) at which the boys 
were liable to poll-tax or reached their maturit 
































23. See M. Rostovtzelt, The Social and Economic History bibliography on the gymnasia in the Hellenistic period is 
lof the Hellenistic World 3 volumes (Oxford 1941) 1057-68, included in note 121 on page 1395, 
1394-95 (note 121), and 1588 (note 23). A very thorough 














STATUS DECLARATIONS IN ROMAN EGYPT 





(5) The proof of eligibility for this status is much more detailed than that of the metropolite 
declarations and in some of the documents identifying marks or characteristics are included in the 
description of the boy 

(6) Unlike the metropolite declarations, no slaves are cligible for this epikrisis. 

(7) Gymnasium declarations have come only from*Oxyrhynchus and Hermopolis. 

These facts point to two probable conclusions. First, membership in this gymnasium class, 
although determined as it was in the metropolite by inheritance, was more restricted and rigidly 
controlled than the metropolite membership. Candidates were carefully identified, declarants 
bound themselves by oath to the truth of their statements, and swore that the boy was their child 
and that the credentials did not belong to someone else. Furthermore, the necessity of tracing 
membership of paternal and maternal ancestors back to an original list drawn up in 4/5 A.D. 
during the reign of Augustus allows no possibility of admission to the class for exceptional 
reasons, No slaves or freedmen or anyone else would gain admission under any circumstances 
unless they or their descendants perhaps were included in the revision in 72/73 A.D. No evidence, 
however, exists to show that slaves or freedmen were admitted at any time to the class, nor do we 
really know how the list was revised in 72/73 A.D. 

Secondly, the members of the gymnasium class probably were primarily of Greek descent 
with some admixture of Egyptian blood through intermarriage in the period before 4/5 A.D. 
when the official list was drawn up under and approved by the Romans.” This official list, 
therefore, contained the names of those Greeks and Greco-Egyptians who were then recognized 
by the Romans as members of the gymnasium class. That such a list (yoapi)) did exist for 
Oxyrhynchus is attested to in the declarations. No list is specifically mentioned for Hermopolis, 
but one can be inferred from the credentials which seem to have as their object the documenting 
of membership in the class back to that same period during Augustus’ reign. 

By now it should be quite obvious that the gymnasium class not only has some striking 
differences from the metropolite category; itis also marked by some notable similarities. Both are 
entered by the same process which utilizes a similar formula. Both involve residents of a 
metropolis, and in both the residents are the Hellenes of Greek and to some degree Egyp' 
extraction. 

‘These similarities led to an erroneous but understandable conclusion by Lesquier who 
stated that the purpose of both documents was the same. He insisted that saying a boy was 
entering the company of those & tod yunvaotou was the same as saying he was thirteen years old, 
and, therefore, both kinds of declaration were financial in purpose.”* 

Lesquier was not the only one to reach a false conclusion about the relationship between 
these two groups. Jouguet also took a position which could not be supported, It was his belief that 
the two groups were mutually exclusive and that the metropolite was a mixed class of Greeks and 
Egyptians of recent and imperfect hellenization.™ 







































































24. ‘That Egyptians had married into the gymnasium class 
ls indicated by the names of deciarants and candidates (see 
‘Appendix 11). The Gnomon of the Idios Logos, section 44, on 
te other hand, suggests that Egyptians were not (at least in the 
Roman period) to be admitted to the epbebia; and we might 
infer from this, because of the relationship between the ephebia 
land the gymnasium (see Chapter VI), that they were pethaps 
also to be excluded from the gymnasium class. What we do not 
know is how rigidly Greeks in the Ptolemaic period attempted to 
keep the gymnasia purely Greek in membership. Some 
admixture of Egyptians must have occurred, and in spite ofthe 











Implication of the Gnomon for the gymnasia of Rom: 
there must have been admixture of Egyptians with Greeks 
beyond the Ptolemaic period 

25. Armée romaine 26, 195. He did admit (p.197) that the 
declarations produced different results, The metropolites h 
‘nly a partial reduction in tax; those inthe gymnasium class paid 
‘none at all. No evidence was offered for that assertion. It was 
simply based on the likelihood that Greeks paid no poll-tax and 
that the gymnasium class was Greek 

26. Jouguet, Vie municipale 83-86. 
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Today from documents such as POxy XII 1452 and 1552, we know that the two groups were 
not the same nor were they mutually exclusive. It is clear that they overlap to some degree. Birth 
notices such as POxy XII 1552 (214-15 A.D.) describe a boy as (Smbexa[Sgayuov) céex]d 
ywuvaviou byra. More important, however, is POxy XII 1452 (127-28 A.D.), where in two 
columns two different declarations are offered for a thirteen year old boy named Sarapion by his 
uncle. The first is an application for the metropolite status in Oxyrhynchus; the second, an 
application for admission to the gymnasium class. A young man could belong to both groups, and 
they were not the same group with different names. 

It is time now to return to the question of function. What follows will be largely conjecture, 
but in view of the foregoing remarks, it is not without some basis in fact. 

In 4/5 A.D., Augustus officially recognized the existence of a strong Hellenic culture in the 
metropoleis among the Greeks and the hellenized Egyptians,”” and because of its importance to 
the Romans for administrative or other purposes he initiated a process by which these Hellenes 
could continue to form a special class in which their culture could be maintained and their value to 
the Romans in governing Egypt be preserved. In Oxyrhynchus and Hermopolis that class was 
called of &% tod yunvaciou. As Mertens suggests, it is probably this class from which municipal 
magistrates were chosen.” But whether or not they were, the gymnasium class could ha 
an important function for the Romans in its preservation of Hellenic culture and its dissemination 
of that in the province 

The gymnasium class was, therefore, an elite class within the metropolis. It is conceivable 
that most if not all of its members were metropolites. The reverse, however, probably was not 
true. Not all metropolites were eligible for membership in the gymnasium class. We do not know 
exactly what special privileges beyond those provided by the gymi 
membership in the class. Although some members of the class might be tax-exempt, no gene 
poll-tax exemption was granted to them, for, as we saw above, some who belonged to the 
gymnasium class were also rated at twelve drachmas poll-tax. Presumably all those who belonged 
to the gymnasium received at least that reduced tax rate as a privilege. 

Itis likely that the major privilege resulting from this membership was simply that of status 
and all the benefits a superior Greek status provided its holders. Among those benefits certainly 
must have been intellectual and cultural opportunities, recreational and social facilities, and 
political as well as financial advantages. Given privileges such as these it is no wonder those who 
belonged to the class wanted membership carefully, even rigidly, controlled through status 
declarations. 
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27, Augustus may have been pressured to recognize the Augustus declared Egypt to be an imperial province. Perhaps 
existence of this group by those who desired to maintain their the firm entrenchment of the class in the Egyptian metropoleis 
culture and its privileges, but Tcan find no evidence to prove that ted Augustus 10 give it official sanction and to afford the 








this was so, We remain in the dark about what precisely provincial officials some means of control 
‘Augustus’ motives were in allowing this class to exist or Keeping track ofits members. 
promoting its continuance. The class as we noted above (note 28. Mertens 128. 





23) had already existed for about three centuries before 











Chapter IV 


The Katouxor 


Of all the types of epikrisis declarations, those in which the declarant identifies himself as 
xdevo.xos are fewest in number. Only four declarations of this type have been discovered and 
published, and all of them come from the Arsinoite nome. 


A.D. ca, 128 





PFay 319, col I (by mother) 


160-61 PEr! 22 (by mother) 
175 PFay 27 (by father) 
195-96 BGU III 971 (by parents) 


I. THE FORM OF THE DOCUMENTS 





These néroixor dec 
metropolite 
ex-gymnasiarchs and current members of the 





form: 





larations from Arsinoe have the same general form as the Arsinoite 
clarations. They are addressed in the dative case to officials described as 
ikrisis commission 

with the phrase: xag& N..,? followed by parent's names and by an indication that the dec! 
xét01K05 enrolled in one of the Gupoda of Arsinoe. 


The declarant is identified 
jarantis a 
The declaration which follows takes this 








(1) the genitive absolute stating that the boy is eligible for epikrisis tod yeyovOtos Wor éx THis 
yovaixds wou N., daughter of N., duy(argds) xaroixev* (or & toi cevd0ds WOU N., son of N., 


xatoixov)’ vio N. 
SqeQovtos bp" HuGv Exxgudiivat,® 


1, PFay319, col Lis briefly described by the editorsand 90 
text is printed. 'No indication of address. is given in this 
description, PEr!22 and PFay 27 are addressed to two officials. 
‘yeruuvanagxmrb émmxgevas The names are lost in BGUTIL 
971, but included isthe identification: wal ywu(vaovagrhoaya) 
Exwgirf. How many officials were listed bere cannot be 
determined 

2. In PFay'319, cot {and PEr122, the declarantis the boy's 
mother who makes application because her husband is dead. 
The father alone declares in PFay 27, although he provides 
complete information about his wife from whom he has been 
divorced. Both parents are described as declarants in BGU TIL 
971 for their two sons. 

3. Thermouthion, the declarant of PFay 319, col 1, 











oooPefinxdros els (teovageoxaudexcer 





Ti éveotdie (th (Exet) xa 









describes herself as a descendant of a néwo1x0s 
declarant calls herself Ovyarode wawolNoV 
‘quarter called [Mase}Sévov. PFay 27 has suffered some 
‘damage in this section where the editors read wato.nov.(..) 
vayo(agoutvou) tx” dupd(dov) Maxeddwuv. In BGU Ill 
971, textual damage in this section may have destroyed the 
‘entification ofthe declarant as xé:voxwos. In a later part ofthis 
document, however, one of the two boys submitted for the 
epikrisis i identified as [évayoapoévoy ty xaraho}on(ots) 
marroix( av) é' [aupsbou N.]. 

4, PFay 27. 

S. PErl 22. BGU IIL 971 has the plural vv yeyowsuuw 
followed by fyi & Gdn 
6. In PEr122, the editor suppliesin lacuna (ngoofve0s) 
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(2) the prepositional phrase — xaté té xehevo8(évta) with no mention of a prefect who has 
issued the orders, 

(3) a statement indicating that the declarants’ credentials have been appended — txéraza 
(or -apey) 14 te 240d (or Gupor(EQuav) ius) xai va THis yTOds (Or TOD AaTOds) avtod S(xaLUc. 

‘Three of these declarations’ then list the credentials. Regrettably each of these documents 
has been damaged in this section, and none of them has a complete listing of the proof. That which 
is offered is drawn from the census records, and in PErl22 and PFay27, it begins in this way: 6 ev 
are avtod (or 2y pv) N., exrxgudeis + date, dxeyodparo (or dxeyoawauny) vais xate 
xaugdv xav’ olxiav dxoyoampais + date(s) Ex’ uupddov N. BGUILI 971 also relies on the census 
records for proving the claim made by the parents: dx[eyoonpdeda Tj...dcxoyouph + date(s) + 
&W éupddou N.]. In each case the father of the boy is listed first as registered in the census, and in 
the latter two declarations the date of his epikrisis is furnished. Reference to the mother's status 
follows in these same two declarations. The mother who is also the declarant in PEr! 22 states 
{eloi] dé of yoveis [Hov...], and following this are fragments of several lines in which presumably 
she stated when and where her family was enrolled in the census. In PFay 27, the boy's father 
states that his wife Geyo(dqn) év...xav’ olx((erv) [&}oyo(aepais) éx” dp6(Sov) [N.]. Twelve very 
fragmentary lines of uncertain content follow this entry.” It is indicated in PFay27 and BGUIII 
971 that the boys submitted for epikrisis were also enrolled in the census, but the date of the 
enrollment is lost in both documents. 

How much information these declarations listed in support of their claims is impossible to 
determine, for the text of PErl22 and PFay27 is broken off in this section. BGUIII 9711 has only a 
brief listing of proof and then appends to this two tax or census registrations. What is unusual 
about these is that they are the registrations of one of the sons who has been submitted for 
epikrisis in the preceding declaration and of his wife. Apparently, the declaration is used by this 
son who is now married as identification in his census return, 

In summing up our remarks concerning the form of the xé:to1x01 declarations, we note many 
similarities to the metropolite form.The same arrangement of information and the same or similar 
formulae are found in both types. Even the kind of proof submitted for validating the claim is the 
same, with both relying on census records for both parents as the source of information. Possibly 
the only substantial difference between the forms of the two types of declaration is the length of 
the credentials section, for the xéto.xot declarations seem to have offered more extensive proof 
for their claim than do the metropolite declarations. 












































Il. THE FUNCTION OF THE DOCUMENTS 


The xdrorxor declarations of Arsinoe are similar to the gymnasium declarations of 
Oxyrhynchus and Hermopolis in two significant ways. First, each type of declaration appears to 
have been restricted to a region where the other was not used. No gymnasium declarations from 
Arsinoe have been found, and no xéxovxor declarations have come from Oxyrhynchus or 
Hermopolis. Second, both types are fewer in number than the metropolite declarations from the 











and reads asthe age ( PFay27 omits the age and 8. In BGUIIT 971, she is referred to as enrolled with her 

‘does not identify the present year. Flooofifinuétjo(v)isteadin husband in the census. No separate listing of her father's 

BGUII 971 where the age of both sons sisted asfourteenin enrollment is made 

the current year which is not identified. 9. Mention is made in line 24 of évfxive(avor) 
7, Except PFay 319, col 1. Supra, note 1 sd in line 25 of N. éxxxgr®(Evtos) ty naro%nfoxc]. 
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same place and seem to have pertained to a more elite segment of the populace and thus required 
more extensive credentials than the metropolite. 

It is tempting on the basis of these similarities alone to suggest for the Arsinoite xétoo 
declarations the same functions as those described for the gymnasium declarations in the 
preceding chapter. If this is so, we shall expect to find that in Arsinoe the xétotxot made up a 
limited class distinct from the metropolites, were descended from a group of xdto1x0t so 
designated during the Ptolemaic period or the reign of Augustus, were granted special privileges 
as well as responsibilities, and were Greek in outlook and way of life, if not by blood. Although 
documentary evidence concerning the x4tovx0o1 is very scant, that which does exist demonstrates 
that this description of the xétorxo may be quite accurate. 

‘That the xétowxor formed a class which was not co-extensive with the metropolites is 
indicated not only by the existence of separate types of declaration, but also by information 
provided in census returns from Arsinoe. In these returns, the declarant identifies himself usually 
in one of two ways: eipi N. Kavyoapodpevos éxixexoutévos or xécrormos Exuxexousévos."” This 
jation implies that those subject to poll-tax (Aaoyoaqia) were distinguished from the 
arently refers to a reduced payment of the tax by 
a resident who did not pay poll-tax. 
rations was the identification of 











va 
xato1x01. The term haoygapoupevos here apy 
metropolites, whereas the designation xétorxos describes 
This suggests that one specific function of the xévorxor dec! 
status resulting in exemption from the poll-tax. 

‘Thus far no document of any kind has been found which identifies a person as both xévo1%os 
and metropolite."' From this it seems likely that the categories did not overlap. If our assumption 
that xdro.xor in Arsinoe were tax-exempt is correct, we have an exlanation for the exclusiveness 
of the two groups. Since the major function of the metropolite declarations was the acquisition of 
a reduced tax privilege, the xétowot who paid no tax had no need to belong to the metropolites. 
In Oxyrhynchus, on the other hand, the gymnasium class was not necessarily exempt from 
taxation, and therefore Oxyrhynchites could belong to both categories. 

The xérorxor documents of Arsinoe, unfortunately, do not have complete credentials 
sections, and it is impossible to trace membership in this class back in time as confidently as we 
have been able to do for those in the gymnasium class. We are probably right, however, in finding 
a relationship between the xéxorxor of these declarations and the xdétovxor of the Ptolemaic 
period. This title originally was given to the Greeks serving in the armies of the Ptolemies and 
rewarded with land grants in Egypt.'? Subsequent owners who were not necessarily related to the 
previous owners of this catoecic land received the title by virtue of their ownership of the land. In 
effect, as both Lesquier and Jouguet pointed out, the privilege passed from the original owners to 
the land and was thereafter transmitted through possession of the land." This explains why the 
xéet01x01 declarations of the Roman period do not contain purely Greek names. The xdrorxou did 
not have to be Greek in descent; they were simply owners of land origin ssed by the 
Greek colonists. 





















































10, For xérorsos énixexowévos in census returns see: For more information and bibliography on this topic 
BGUI11511(189 A.D.), GUI 11611 (189A.D,);BGUI138 see PTeb I, p. $45-50: PLond Il,p. 44-45; Jean Lesquier, Les 
(189 A.D.}; and SB 4299 (245 A.D.). For hacyeay Institutions militaires de I’Egypte sous les Lagides (Paris 1911) 
Exoexqwiévos see: PFouad III 115 (119 A.D); BGUI 137 and M. Rostovtzelf, The Social and Economic History of the 
(146-47 A.D.}; and BGU 1 118 IIL (189 A.D). Hellenistic World 3 vol (Oxford 1941) 727-29, 890-91, and 
Tl. In PLond If 260 (pp. 42-53) we have acase where a 1545 (note 164), 

boy had been clasified on the census lst as haoyoagosurve 13, Jouguet, Vie municipale76-78, and Lesquier, RevPhil 
‘but was transferred through an epikrisis from that category 10 27. 

the column of those identified as xétocune 
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It has been demonstrated convincingly by Bickermann that the full title of the xétouov of 
Arsinoe in the Roman period was; xérorxor tov ’Agaivoirp dvOodv “Edie (Gv0e)."* The 
origin and meaning of this title is not fully known. It has not been found in documents of Arsinoe 
ier than the beginning of the second century A.D. In fact, all references to xévo.xo1 in the 
nome are in documents of the second century A.D. Nonetheless, we feel confident in asserting 
that the full title as well as the simple designation xéto1og looks back to an earlier period, 
certainly during the reign of Augustus and perhaps during the Ptolemaic era. 

The main problem we face in understanding the title is the interpretation of the phra 
“6475 Greek men.”"* The number does not change in the documents and was apparently fixed at 
some early date, We do not know by whom this was done nor do we know who those men were. 
Some speculation may be helpful. 

These 6475 Greek men are said to be in the Arsinoite nome, and they are called xéro1xo1 
Possibly this was the original number of thos 
the Ptolemaic era during the tot 























Greeks who received catoecic land in the nome in 
1 period or a portion of it when this reward was granted to Greek 
ercenaries. The number was fixed because a fixed number of plots of land were set aside, 
continued to be catoecic, and transmitted this status to subsequent owners. If, on the other land, 
the title comes from Roman times it could also be the total number at a given point in time of those 
Possessing catoecic land or claiming the status of xétovZos. Itis possible that this identifi 
classification of the xéto1x0t was made at the same time the original gymnasium list 
Oxyrhynchus and Hermopolis. 

AS we suggested above, the xérorzor in the Roman period need not have been Greeks, 
although it is likely that many were descended from original Greek possessors of catoecic land 
That they are identified as Greeks in Arsinoe may simply mean they belong to the 
originally Greek, just as 6475 probably refers to an original number in the cl 
necessarily indicate th 
period. The title, therefore, a 
of the class."” 

We do not know for certain what kind of privileges or responsibilities came to those called 
xéto1xot. From information found in census declarations, we have inferred that the xétowxot 
Probably were exempt from payment of the poll-tax. Furthermore, if it is true that the xato.xor 
Were the Arsinoite equivalent of the members of the gymnasium in Oxyrhynchus, they perhaps 
had privileges similar to those of the gymnasium class. To them as Hellenes ‘came all the 
opportunities and privileges which were open to those who could qualify as ephebes and which 
were provided by a Greek education and culture. It would be reasonable to assume then that the 
xéeto101 also furnished officials or administrative assistants for local or nome government. Most 
certainly, the xéovor made up an important social and cultural class in Arsinoe. 























. but does not 
t the class contained only that many or even that many members ata later 











ars to be descriptive only of early members or original members 
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14. See Bickermann 42, note 3 forthe evidence, and add unlikely. The theory is that of G. Glote who tries to explain the 

to this PCorn 16, a census return from Arsinoe [146-47 A.D.), umber 6475 in Arsinoe as patterned after the number of men, 

in which a resident is described as xétoix0s ta (6475). in the phratries of Alexandria and Prolemais (7200) minus their 
15. For a careful statement of the problem and some leaders (720) and the prytanies (5) 

















imeresting suggestions as to the answer, see Gerhard Plaumann, 17. John F. Oates, “The Status Designation: IIEPEHE, 
Die é “Agawoim dvdoes “Ediaves 6875," ArchP 6 (1920) THE EMITONHE," ¥CS 18 (1963)109-15, has demonstrated 
176-83. Bickermann 42-43 also has raised some pertinent that status designations do not necessarily continue tobe used of 





questions, though he avoids the problem of interpretation the same class or type of individuals to whom they were 
16, A rather far-fetched view is offered in the article by originally applied. 
Plaumann (supra. note 15) 181 and dismissed by him as 











Chapter V 





Extracts from the Prefects Records 





In addition to the epikrisis declarations described in the preceding chapters, there is a g 
of documents which identify themselves as extracts from the official epikrisis records of the 
prefect of Egypt. The documents of this type which have appeared so far are 


Prefect of Egypt 






AD. 103 mb 31 C. Vibius Maximus (103-7) 
113-17 JIV 1033. M. Rutilius Lupus (113-17) 
126-33 PHamb 31a T. Flavius Titianus (126-33) 


140. BGUI113= 
WChrest 458 C. Avidius Heliodorus (138-41) 
148 BGUI 26 
WChrest 459M. Petronius Honoratus (147-48) 
148 M, Petronius Honoratus (147-48) 
158-59 BGU 111780  M. Sempronius Liberalis (154-58/9) 
after 160 SB 9228 T. Furius Victorinus (159-60) 
167 PSIV 447 ‘T. Flavius Titianus (164-67) 
after 173 BGUIV 1032? 
175 POxy XII 1451 _C. Calvisius Statianus (170-75) 
182-83 BGU Ill 847= 
WChrest 460 Veturius Macrinus (181-83) 
188 SB 7362 T. Longaeus Rufus (183/4-85) 








I, THE FORM OF THE DOCUMENTS 


These extracts all have the same general form. The first part presents general information 
about the nature of the document and the officials by whom the data contained in these records 
was obtained. Following this stylized introduction is the section in which the individual who has 
submitted to an epikrisis is named and the details concerning this process are listed. 

In the introduction to the document we usually find this type of statement: devtiyoagoy.' é 











1. This heading alone appears in BGUI26S and $B9228, this same title: dveiyearov éxuxpioees along with the name of 


and in PSIV 447 arnt POxy Xl 1451 txonpionwc is added toit. the person involved. SB 7362 on the verso has éxinoiois N. 
Onthe versoof PHamb31; PHamb31a;and BGUI113wefind  éxeyaniéen, No title is found in SB 5217, and in BOU 1V 
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répov émxoicewy N. yevouévov Hyendvos (or éxdgyou Alyiatov)’ ob xeoyeagy.’ Ot 
‘inoyeyoaypévou... exexoifmaay ind (or nageyévovto 190s Exixgrow)* N. Exdoxou Alysrtou 
bua N. + date.’ 

Among those listed as appearing before the prefect of Egypt for epikrisis are: veterans, 
Romans, Alexandrians, freedmen, slaves, and others (Etegot). Of these groups the ones which are 
listed in each document are identified in the following list: 





of bxoyeyoaypévor 

PHamb 31 — none identified 

BGU IV 1033 — veterans, Romans, Alexandrians, [20 letters], and others. 

PHamb 31a — [veterans* with full citizenship rights for themselves and their families or 
families-to-be, veterans possessing citizenship granted to themselves alone}, Romans, 
[Alexandrians, freedmen, slaves, and others] 

BGU I 113 — veterans of all three classes 

BGU I 265 — veterans of all three classes 

SB 5217 — Romans, freedmen, and slaves 

BGU II1 780 — veterans, [Romans, freedmen, slaves], and others 

SB 9228 — veterans with full citizenship rights for themselves and their families or 
families-to-be, Romans, freedmen, {slaves, and others] 

PSI V 447 — veterans with full citizenship rights for themselves and their families or 
families-to-be, Romans, freedmen, slaves, and others 

BGU IV 1032 — information lost 


Romans, freedmen, slaves, and others. 














1033; IIT 780; IV 1032; and IIT 8$7 the beginning of the  ( )tothemonthot( )inyear(_) The Egyptian names of the 














document is damaged. For find complete text of anextract,see _months are always listed, and in BGU 1113 and PS1V 447 the 
“Appendix I Romap name i also given. 

2. yevoudvou ff PHamb 31; BGU 1V 1033 ‘6. There were, according to these declarations, different 
(where éxdgyow Ailyoatou] has been crossed out and the classes of veterans who appeared for epikrisisbefore the prefect. 





correction written above the line); BGUI 113; BGUIN780; The f 
SB 9228; and SB 7362 trang 





At class is described as: oierqavoi orgatevodyievor 












ty oneigais éxevzintes 6 











txdgyou Aiyintow = BGU 1 265; SB S217; PSEV447; Tis ‘Puyatiow noherrias nal Exeymuiag 2005 70 
and POxy XII 1451 lyov Ste aitoic h nohecta 460m, fl nv 

The ttle has been lost in PHamb 31a; BGUIV 1032; and day yerak® Gyéyoos, TOD WeZOU 
BGU 1847 ‘yeterans were granted the privilege of connubiumand posiessed 









3. nqayoawh definite! 
and PSL V 447. Its kely th second class of veterans, éninvgéves wow tis 
bother documents (damaged in this part) except PHamb31 and -nodectias al éxxyaniag mods yuvainas gained Roman 


in BOUL 113; $B 9228; {ull citizenship rights for themselves and their families. The 





















SB 7362, where we find xageryoaqy In most of thete citizenship for themselves alone and connubjum. A third cassis 
documents we have reproduced for us the full introduction referred to as overpavol of opis woxiwv of viv xai extol 
Grooyuiph) of the rOuoe txxalonwy from which the Exxtuyévees ydvor tic "Powatay xohnitias. These veterans, 
Information. has been extracted. In the latter two, the who did not as yet have their bronze diploma which was issued 





uri indicates that only asummary of partotthe r6jios normally when they were discharged, were granted Roman 
i& offered. These two documents accordingly have shorter citizenship for themselves alone. Probably, as Lesquier has 
introductions than the other eleven. pointed out (Armée romaine (1918) 293-97), thislasiication 


























“h._nageytvovwo nods Exwigiow = BGUIV 1033;PHamb was a provisional one made on the basis of military documen 
a; BGU 1 113; BGU II 780; and SB 9228, possessed by the veterans and proving that they were entitled at 
‘exengitnouy Gnd = PSY 447 and POxy XII 1451 least to that right. When the bronze diploma was obtained, 
txeugithnoay 2 évnehetoeos = BGU1265 and SBS217. presumably, a reevaluation of the rights, if necessary, could be 
The readings of BGU 1V 1032 and IIL 847 have been lost, made. See also for veterans without the bronze diploma: 

In PHamb 31 and SB 7362 there is a different wording” Mommsen, CIL suppl 3 (Berlin 1893) 2006ff.; PFouad 21, p. 

tnongions (or txinguac) of prefect N., date, through N 39-48; Wilken, Grundeiige 400; and William Seston, “Les 
'.. Except in PHamb 31 where simply month and year are Vetérans sans Diplémes des Légions romaines", RevPhil 7 

siven. The documents ist the date in this way: fromthe month of (1933) 373-95. 











POxy XII 1451 — veterans, Romans, [freedmer 
BGU II 847 — [veterans, Romans,] freedmen, 


SB 7362 — none identified’ 
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slaves, and] others 
laves, and [others] 





Although these examinations were conducted under the jurisdiction of the prefect of Egypt, 


they were actually made by his representatives. 
xethudgzos heyubvos — legionary tribune 

PHamb 31 Proclus; legion not 
BGU1 113 Jignat{; If Traiana 
BGU 1 265 Magius Sabinus; II 
SB 5217 Magius Sabinus; 17 
PSIV 447 M. Julius Seneca; 
BGU Il 847 Cocceius Varus; I 
SB 7362 Allius Hermolaus; 











Enapyos — prefect 
BGU IV 1033 
PHamb 31a 

BGU II 780 

SB 9228 

BGU IV 1032 
POxy XII 1451 


G 


anon.; 





ius (2); Imperis 
Ja Apriana 


Septimius Priscus: 
Bab .. urius Lucull 
Juvencus Valens; I 





The second part of these 
undergone an epikrisis. This section normally begi 
mQoyeyoaypévy N., Exdorwp dvoncrn nage 
city or nome." Name of individu 
about the purpose of his e: 











tion, 


Although in PHamb’31 and $B 7362 no listing is made, 








om another part of the documents, 
WashUniv inv 134 (see Appendix 1) also mention 
prefect (co I line 10) and tribunes (col Il lines 25, 34, and 40) 
further information is given about them except 
ames. This same document indicates in col Il that epikriseis 
have performed by seven prefects whose names are listed (19, 
35, 37, 41, and 43) and that these were conducted 
through officials whose names and titles have been lost, Several 
other documents refer to the epikriss by the prefect of Exypt or 
his subordinates: POxy 1 39 = WChrest 456 (52.A.D.) 
apparently isa release from liturgy granted by the prefect (sce 
Chapter I, note 16). The document isan offi 
a threefold éxexoi(n) dv ‘AdsEaw8(oeig). BGU 1 
WChrest 455 (159 A.D.) and BGUI 133 = WChrest 454 (159 
AD., see Chapter 1, notes 15 and 18) both recording an 
epikriss by a prefect of the imperial Alexandrine flet are brief 
certfiates of the examination. BGU 1 142 probably gives 
evidence for a declaration by a veteran who had served in Syria 
and wanted to retire to Egypt but had not received his dip 

































rat 
involved in the epikrisis followed by the specific information 


Those officials were:* 


identified 


Traiana 
Traian 





Traiana 
I Traiana 


| Alexandrine fleet 


Manlius Severus; unknown cohort 





Impei lexandrine fleet 
jinus; unknown cohort 


imperial Alexandrine fleet 


documents deals specifically with the individual who has 


ins in this way: 2dé nagéVevto Sixaudarar@ 
Med? Etega otA(Swv No." Identification of 


‘enabling him to prove he was entitled to that privilege. BGU I 
143 isn record 





a declaration fora youth, perhaps dealing with 
BGU I1 447 (Karanis, 175 A.D.) is a 
1 occupant o 
veteran who had been examined by the prefect of Egypt. POxy 
VII 1023 (second century A.D. )is a veteran's memorandum in 
which he is said to have been examined by a prefect 
9, This statement is missing in PHamb 31; BGUIV 1032 
); and $B 7: 
10, Missing in lacuna in BGUIV 1033; PHamb 31x; BOU 
H1L780; PSIV 447; and BGUIV 1032. $B9228 adds before this 
phrase: ¢N, nehevoatyrog To hayingors tow 
A statement similar 


a change of residen 
‘census return in which 








a house is described asa 


(acs 









to this is preserved in BGU Il 780. 

1. In BGU IV Agmvoteitov; SB $217, 
Tiypovolov; $B 9228, Zofvns; PST V 447, Ozvovrg(eitov): 
POxy X11 1451, ‘OEwyuyzetzov'; BGUII $47, “Agawvoleitou] 
BGUI ntry at this poi, but atthe beginning ofthe 
document we find the entry "Avrvotww. Thus, the entries in the 
‘wos seem to have been recorded in a geographical order. 
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Seven of the documents definitely and possibly eight, all involving veterans, use the same 
form to introduce the information about the person and his reason for submitting to an epikrisis: 
N. Povhépevos xagemdnusiy xodc xaigdv Ev vour N. Eva." In two of these documents, 
children of the veteran are also associated with him in making the declaration. PHamb 31 lists the 
names of three children along with their father, and SB 9228 has the name of the veteran and his 
son 

The remaining five documents are difficult to classify. Two of them (BGU IV 1033 and PSI 
V 447) refer to the epikrisis of slaves through their owners. In each, this section has at the 
beginning the word dovhot (preceded in PSI V 447 by the owner's name) with names of the slaves 
then listed. What followed in BGU IV 1033 is not certain because of the loss of the first half of all 
lines of the text,” but in PSI V 447 we are told that the owner has provided (¢mjveyxev) various 
proofs: a record of his own and his two sons’ (each of whom owns one of the four slaves) epikrisis, 
the date of these examinations, and the prefect under whom they were conducted; the “birth” 
certificate (oixoyéveue) and census enrollment of the slaves. Following this is a statement 
indicating that the owner has furnished three witnesses and a copy of the certification made by the 
examining officer: [ovy]yerqoyoagiaavtas aitH yndevi GAoTOMH xexoho[Hai, xal THs N. 
onpercoews éxi tov xooxeinévwnv Sv}owétinv. In his own handwriting (what has preceded has 
been written by someone else), the owner states that he has made the declaration and has sworn 
the oath required. Each of the three witnesses in his own hand states under oath that the 
information is correct, and again in another hand the document is ended with the date. 
in many respects to PSI V 447 are the last three documents, all of which report 
declarations by mothers for illegitimate children." As in PSI V 447, the names of those for whom 
the declaration is made are listed: N. Exovg(ov vlds, trév.'* Following this title is a statement of 
this type: émjveyxev i rob z14150¢ urrme N. The evidence she has produced for this examination is 
then listed."" That evidence consists of 

(1) professions (referring to the birth of the mother), 5éhtov xoopedotdvos xi opoaylduv 

xexgovionévny + date — POxy XII 1451; BGU IV 1032 
monies (concerning the birth of the children), xaddz SéAtov wagTueomoujoeds Ext 
yidev yevouevny + date — SB 5217; POxy XII 1451; BGU IV 1032 
epikrisis of the mother's patron — SB 5217 
(4) a certificate of manumission, téBedAav eevd_eodoews + date — SB 5217 
(5) a “birth te and census enrollment for slaves, olxoyéverav xal xav’ olxlay 
axoyoampiy — POxy XII 1451 






























12. PHamb 31. (éaudnueiv for aageidnutiv; adds nai listed after the slaves’ 
rhea N. tray, N. éxiy, N. tev); PHamb 31 (re document of an borat 
restored by editor); BGUT 113; 1265: Included. Later there are references to an epikrisis, poss 


1, Mention is made, perhaps, of 
in which relevant Susaudyrea were 
the 



















Ni, ulds a 4 SB7362. BGUI ‘owner's; service in the ala Apriana, again seemingly referring to 
section is very fragmentary and which pertains toa veteranmay the owner; and to a census return. The final lines speak of 
‘also be of this type. In each of these escept SB 9228 where we witnesses: Ebu}uev xal ywwortolac) 

find yj Zomvp, PHamb 31a where the name of the nome has 14. POxy XII 1451 also includes three slaves along with 
been lost, and BGU Ill 847 where readings are uncertain, the the two children for whom the declaration is made, 
declarant seeks to take up legal residence inthe Arsinoite name 15. SB $217; POxy XII 1451 (which adds N. dbedgr 





and $B 7362 definitely have Era following the axizod Evdoy SotAfou N. Exav N.] era N. exc). This part of 
ts no number BGUIV 1032 has been lost, but at the end ofthe document and. 


‘Only SB 92: 
name of the declarant. Asa rule, in these e 








‘was included at this point with av to identify the exact age. on the verso reference is made to louhiow Enovpiow viot, 

The age was, however, given by the official in his description 16. The preserved text of BGU IV 1032 begins at this 

reporting the examination. See POxy XII 1451, lines 23-24. point, The rest has been lost or is too fragmentary to provide 
13, The restorations proposed by Lesquier, Armée meaningful restoration 


romaine 504-06, would suggest that various kinds of proof were 
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As support for this evidence, each of the three documents lists witnesses” 
ovyxevooyoaqoiveas aif undevi Gorol@ xexgriabar and refers to a copy of the ompelaors 
made by the prefect’s representative who conducted the examination 

In the seven documents of veterans who wish to take up residence in various regions in 
Egypt, the proof section provides evidence which shows that they have served in the army and 
have been honorably discharged: éxébevSev N. déhtov xadxijv Exopoayioteioay... Ex oTyAns 
eorxemiévns ev ‘Paoun, 51 Fic Snhowrar otpatevaduevoy adrdy xal Evreiuws Gaohehvpevoy + 
date." One document, SB 9228, speaks also of tod xaiddsdétovx[oopeoa.avos] + date, u's 
N. dni dia palorigav? éyyéyga. 7—Ipe 1 elvar aitod vid N. 

It appears that in these documents as in others of this type the section following the 
credentials usually identified the three witnesses to the accuracy of the declaration and referred to 
the certification of the examining official.” SB 7362 alone has a complete ending. There the 
declarant’s age and outstanding physical characteristics are listed, and in a second hand the 
BiBhogtAak attests to his presence during the making of the transcription. The date of this 
transcription ends the document. 














Il. THE FUNCTION OF THE DOCUME! 





TS 


Examinations before the prefect of Egypt or his representative served as did other types of 
epikrisis to establish status or guarantee rights. What this status involved or these rights were and 
why the examination was under the direct supervision of the prefect will be easier to determine 
when we observe who the declarants for this epikrisis were. 

In the extant documents the most frequently mentioned groups are veterans and Romans 
along with freedmen and slaves who must surely have been subject to them and consequently 
eligible for the epikrisis. Those identified as veterans, moreover, are also said to have been 
granted Roman citizenship when they were discharged. Essentially, what we have then in these 
extracts are proceedings involving Roman citizens (veteran and non-veteran) in Egypt along with 
their dependents, either slave or free 

Although originally in the study of the epikrisis it had been though that the unifying factor in 
all these documents was their military nature whether derived from the declarants as veterans or 
from the examiners as military officials, it is clear now that these declarants rather have in 
common the fact that were Roman citizens or their dependents.”* That the prefect or his deputies 
conducted the examinations does not mean they involved military matters; it simply means that 
the highest administrative office in the province handled the epikrisis of these citizens either 
because they were Romans or because their epikrisis involved something which was not or could 
not be handled on the nome or metropolis level of government 




































17. ‘Three seems to have been the usual number, although army and was honorably discharged. 
only two are nsamed in SB 5217 19. Only two of these seven documents have this section, 
18. “This section is lost in PHamb31aand BGUI113.SB -PHamb31 names them, but the text following the names is lost 























9228 speaks of yadscjv Lxowod yous, and SB 7362 offers in SB adds: oberoavods ovyyeworeaqotvras air{G) 
Place of the bronze an émoroiiy Powavdy of the prefect _wnbewi GAorplu xexoH|aBai nai N. (gen.) onpuiroe 

Whigh shows where the veteran served and when he Was 20. The only exceptions would be the Alexandrians of BGU 
discharged. Alter Spots, PHamb31 has: éyaryagéy Bacay IV 1033 and possibly of PHamb 31a, but the Alexandrians 
Ténois eal pra oftox. Following this is the name of his themselves where citizenship is concerned were considered 0 
military unit and its prefect. The name of the veteran, his wife, have been in a special category with more privileges and 
land his children are recorded following the phrase @© responsibilities than ordinary Egyptians who were citizens of 





‘dovzh aia. Next the document states: Exiveyxey N.andN. other cities or villages 
(gen.) taBovnagian éxoyoayity, which proves he served inthe 








Be eS een! 
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EXTRACTS FROM THE PREFECT’S RECORDS 





Those extracts which deal with veterans all seem to have had the same object and 
demonstrate for us one type of procedure which was best carried out by the provincial 
administration. In each of these, the veteran for himself alone or for himself and his children 
declares that he wishes to establish his residence for a time in a specific nome. This privilege which 
was granted to soldiers at the time of their discharge was best and most efficiently granted as well 
as controlled through the prefect of Egypt. When the application was approved and the privilege 
granted, this extract from the official proceedings probably was made and authorized to be used 
by the veteran in claiming the privilege which he had sought. 

The phrase (xagemdnueiv x9d¢ xa1odv) which occurs in these extracts might seem to 
suggest that the request is only for a temporary permit to reside in a nome. It is possible that the 
privilege granted was only valid for a specified amount of time and that the prefect wanted to 
supervise and observe closely the movements of veterans in Egypt. No conclusive evidence exists, 
however, to show that the right of residence in a nome for these veterans was limited in time nor is 
there any other indication that a veteran who changed his residence in Egypt again had tosubmit 
to an epikrisis or to any extraordinary procedure. Lacking such evidence, it is best probably to 
assume that the initial epikrisis sufficed for veterans who wished to settle in Egypt and required 
proof of their right to do so. 

In the case of those few documents which record epikrisis proceedings by owners on behalf 
of their slaves, it is impossible to determine precisely what the object of the declarations was and 
what privileges resulted from them. To judge from other kinds of epikrisis declarations involving 
slaves, these before the provincial officials were made in order to secure for the slaves rights 
accorded them through the status of their owners, Those privileges may have been related to 
taxation even as metropolite declarations for slaves dealt with the tax reduction. Since the owners 
who appeared before the prefect were in all likelihood Roman citizens exempt from the poll- 
possible function of these documents was the securing of that tax-exempt status for their slaves. 

For the remaining three documents of this category” we have more information about thei 
function included in the extracts and therefore we can make more positive assertions about thei 
purpose, Each of the three extracts is the record of a mother's declaration for her children. A 
‘eful examination of one of these extracts (SB 5217) helps to identify their function. In this 
document, Julia Primilla declares for her son Gaius Julius Diogenes whom she calls the son of 
Spurius. He is her son, she says, by iniustum matrimonium (é jt} votive yauov). Among the 
credentials referred to by Julia Primilla is her own certificate of manumission, and inasmuch as 
she calls a man by the name of Gaius Julius Diogenes her patron we can conclude that she had 
been his slave and was now a freedwoman and client of his. It should be noted that Julia Primilla 
gave her son who was born in the year of her manumission the name of her patron and former 
owner. 

‘There is a possibility that the naming of the child after C. Julius Diogenes was not merely a 
token of appreciation to him for freeing her. Julius may, in fact, have been the child's father, 
although he had fathered the boy at a time when he was not legally married to Julia. He may not 
even have been able to marry Julia lawfully if, for example, he had been a soldier on duty, for 
soldiers in active service were not permitted to marry.” Moreover, if Julius as a soldier had 
fathered the child when forbidden to marry, he may have neglected to take the necessary steps to 
legalize his marriage and have his children recognized as legitimate 
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17: BGU IV 4 POxy XII 1451 Greco-Roman Egypt in the Light of the Papyri 322 B.C-640 
For evidence, see R. Taubenschlag, The Law of A.D. (Warsaw 1935) 109 














STATUS DECLARATIONS IN ROMAN EGYPT 


Itis likely that Julius or whoever the father was had died before Julia made the declaration, 
for she identifies a man named Gaius Sempronius Apella as her guardian.” The object of this 
declaration then would seem to be the procuring of inheritance rights for the boy now that Julius 
or his father had died. 

If we theorize that the boy’s father (Julius?) had been a soldier, we can understand why the 
son was considered illegitimate and why Julia's marriage was iniustum. Since it was normal 
procedure for these iniusta matrimonia to be legalized when the soldiers were discharged and the 
children to be recognized as legitimate, we must in order to support our theory find an explanation 
for the failure of the boy's (soldier?) father to seek to legalize the marriage. Such a failure could be 
the result of the father’s inability to do this because he had died before or shortly after discharge. 

Our theory so far is this: the boy's father, Julius or someone else, was a soldier who could not 
legally marry and who died in service before it was possible for him to have his marriage legalized. 
‘That being the case, the boy could not legally inherit from his father unless some extraordinary 
provision were made for situations like this. The letter of Hadrian (BGU I 140) issued in 119 A.D. 
allowed for such circumstances and granted children of soldiers who died in service the privilege 
of inheriting from them. It is perhaps this privilege of inheritance that Julia Primilla seeks for her 
son after his father’s death. 

Obviously, much of the foregoing cannot be substantiated, and the theory, though logical, 
relies much on assumption. In the other two documents in which mothers declare for children, less 
information about the declarants is available to us. As in SB 5217, the fathers of the children seem 
to have died, and both of the mothers indicate the children came from x vow(pav yaya. It is 
tempting to theorize that these marriages were iniusta because they involved soldiers on active 
duty who died before discharge or who after becoming veterans failed to legalize their marriage 
After their deaths it became imperative for the mothers to seek by an epikrisis to ensure the 
inheritance rights of these children or any other rights to which they were entitled. 

Whatever the ation really was which led to the submission of these epikrisis declarations, 
they like the other status declarations demonstrate how critically important it was to claim the 
status which was transmitted by one generation to another. That status and the rights provided by 
it were not automatically recognized by either local or provincial officials. Consequently it was 
incumbent upon the individual eligible for status or his parents to see to it through declarations 
such as those submitted to the prefect of Egypt that the status was secured and certified properly 











23. C. Julius Diogenes would have been about sixty years 104/05 A.D, when he may have been about fourteen, and this 
old when this declaration was made, His epikriss took place in declaration by Julia is from 148 A.D. 
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Chapter VI 


Eiskrisis: Ephebes 


Status declarations leading to enrollment on the yoaq) éqr}Pwv are not as numerous as 
ors declarations. Only five eloxquoic declarations are extant along with a petition by the 
father of a boy whose name was omitted from the list of ephebes in 217 A.D. in Oxyrhynchus. The 
extant declarations 








HERMOPOLIS 
A.D. 60. PFlor 179 = WChrest 145 
63 PRyl Il 101 


OXYRHYNCHUS. 
A.D, 132-3 POxy II 477 = WChrest 144 
217 POxyIX 1202 


ORIGIN UNCERTAIN 
A.D. 156-57 PSI XII 122: 
186-87 SB 7333 





I. THE FORM OF THE DOCUMENTS 


In classifying the eiskrisis documents, we can identify two distinct forms of declaration. The 


two declarations from Hermopolis certainly have the same form, and of the other four 











nis he 





1. Fragments of three separate copies of this declaration eiskrisis 
are preserved. by the grant of a privilege x9ivi} elon O¥ivan eke rods fpf 


























2, This document, strictly speaking, is not a declaration for Possibly the latest declaration leading to enrollment in the 
tfoxpiois; itis rather an appeal to the deputy epistrategus on ephebia may be PSII 164 (287 A.D.2) which is addressed va 
behalf of a boy whose name was omitted from the annual list of the ystates of Oxythynchus. Init the declarant states: Bovhown 
ephebes. Inform, therefore, itdifers from the other documents, dvayouqiivat N. (SudendBpayioy) axe suit ud 
but since itis a type of declaration or re-application F have éxubiduqu 1b SaduvnamQds 2 Gveryoongfivar addy by rh wr 
{included it in this list, Its form will be discussed in connection dynpinary nike, ac next. Following this isan oath and date 
with the other Oxythynchite declaration and the two of Because the document is unique and uses none of the standard! 
lunknown origin similar to the Oxyrhynchite declaration. terminology of eiskrisis declarations it is hard to classify. 1 

These documents may have come from Oxyrhynchus. hesitate to reject itasa declaration for admission tothe ephebia, 





ityin form to POxy11477(132-33A.D.)will but I cannot include it in this chapter on ciskrise statue 
discussed below. We should 


from the Delta in which the earliest reference 10 ephebic 






alsoa document declarations 
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declarations only one (POxy IX 120. 


These latter three all involve Alexandrians, probably, to judge from POxy III 477 (13 
at the time the declarations were made. It will be 


residing elsewhere (Oxyrhynchus in all three?) 


convenient then to consider the form under two he: 


Alexandrian. 





217 A.D.) differs considerably from the other three 


3 A.D.) 


ading: Hermopolite and Oxyrhynchite- 


A. Hermopolite 


Both eiskrisis declarations from Hermopolis begin with an address in the d: 
1 who is identified by name and title.* His title is listed in 
(tov). No other information is given about this man, nor are any other officials 








rod "Equonohi 
addressed 


jative case to an 


h declaration simply as €Snyntj} 





“The declarations present next the identification of the declarant in this form: xag& N., son of 


N. (PRyI11 101 — 63 A.D. here inserts x0 yunvaoion 
th (Exo<) of emperor N. éqnBevxdtav.” In each of the documents the father 


‘ual N.) wav 1 ( 
alone is the de: 





jarant. 


PFlor1 79 —60 A.D. has 'njt90¢N. TH}s 





The declaration proper, unfortunately, in both documents has suffered damage. We can. 


however, piece together what seems to have 
includes: 

(1) the identific: 
status sought — tov v 








half a line) &ogav 





on of the boy and a statement that he is of proper ay 

unjtods N. (PFlor 1 79 

daughter of N. (PRyIII 101 — 63 A.D. has here did youvaoiou; PFlorl 79 has a lacun 
ovea Tis els tov eqrifous eloxoioens; 


been the common form of the declaration. That form 


for admission to the 
60 A.D. inserts “Equorohertidos) 
of about 








(2) The request (in PRyI II 101 directed to the scribe of the gymnasium) that the boy be 


inscribed among those being admitted as ephebes in that 
yyunvaatov [toitov elxovia}at’ els tods tO (PFlor 179 adds here etovov) ( 


N. eloxgwvonévous éyfiBous 


@ ouvrdEat N. yoawcrrel 100 
}th (tos) of emperor 





At this point both documents fail to provide clear information. PRy/ II 101 (63 A.D.) in all 


three copies br 





aks off here, and PFlor179 (60 A.D.) has extensive gaps a 


\d fragmentary text for 





about four lines. When PFlor I 79 again provides a complete text the information recorded 


includes: 


(3) an oath that the boy is legitimate and that the credentials are valid — duviw by emperor 





N. el way éqnPevxéven pe TG 





cone méve Ere xal elvar pov vid 





Whawwy tov nEOxeILeVOY Ex TIS 


ompaivonévns pov yuvaidc (her status and her parents’ status are listed) xai elvax we év th 


xagadoz} tav dxd Tod yynvadiov; 
(4) the credentials of the parents; and 


4. PRyfI1 101 (63 A.D.) has at its beginning what appears 
to be a heading. In this heading the amphodon is listed: 
"Arna(uirov)]. PFlor 1 79 (60 A.D.) also 

ofthe amphoda. This occurs at lines 


leolveliov 

tes residence in om 
where the declarant is swearing 
credentials. The official's name i lost in PRyI Il 101, but his 








the validity of his 





father’s name is included. In PFlor 1 79 the official's narve 
without father's name appears 

S. To judge from the inclusion of & win PFloct 
79 in a later section containing the oath, membership of 
father in the gymnasium class may have been a prerequisite for 
his son's admission to the ephebia 











6. This phrase as we will see below, can mean either 

‘vecame ephebes in the (th year of emperor N." or "served 
fs ephebes during the ( th year of emperor N. 

7. Neither document lists an age, From 

Which we wll consider in detail later, we know that fourteen was 

These two documents by 

for the examination indicate, 1 

n was well known and 








her sources 


the normal age for this proces 
referring simply to “the time 
think, that there was a standard 
did not have to be listed, 
The restoration coul 
7 (166 A.D.) sb 
reference to the registration in the record offic 











0 be elaxo(v}a, but, as PFIor 
verb lnovitecy is used with 
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(5) the date.’ 

The main purpose of these final sections is the submission of evidence that the boy. is 
qualified for the status sought. His qualification depends on the status held by his parents and 
apparently primarily on the father’s status. In each document the father is listed as ex-ephebe and, 
at the of the declaration, member of the gymnasium class; and both positions may have been 
required for the son’s acceptance 

What was required of the mother is not easy to determine. In PFlor179 (60 A.D.) she is said 
to be a Hermopolite freedwoman of free parents. No other indication of her father’s status is 
given, although this may have been lost in the lacuna. Information may also be incomplete in PRyl 
II 101 (63 A.D.) where the mother’s father is listed only as a member of the gymnasium class. 

It is perhaps rash to generalize on the basis of such scant information for both the boy's 
parents, Nonetheless, it seems that the father must at least have been an ephebe and perhaps had 
to belong to the gymnasium class. No mention is made of the maternal grandfather serving 2 
ephebe, although this, I think, must be assumed in PRyl II 101 (63 A.D.) since he is amember of 
the gymnasium class, Because PFlor 1 79 (60 A.D.) does not list membership in the gymnasium 
class for the maternal grandfather, that status likely was not a prerequisite. 

We should note before discussing the form of the other documents that the process in the 
Hermopolite nome was handled by two different officials. The exegetes to whom the declaration 
addressed is requested by the declarant to order the scribe of the gymnasium to inscribe the 
candidate among those enrolled as ephebes, Neither of the documents has an official signature or 
docket. 








B. Oxythynchite-Alexandrian 


3 





Of the four documents which we include in this category only two (POxy III 477 — 132 

A.D. and POxy IX 1202 — 217 A.D.) can positively be called Oxyritynchite; the other two (PSI 
XII 1225 — 156-57 A.D. and $B7333 — 186-87 A.D.), as we observed above (note 3) may ha 
been from Oxyrhynchus because they have so many similarities in form to POxy III 477. POxyIX 
1202, which differs from the other three documents not only in form but also in function (i.e., itis, 
application) will be compared with them wherever appropriate. 
All three declarations begin as the Hermopolite do with an address in the dative case to the 
exegetes, but in contrast to the Hermopolite documents other officials also are addressed. The full 
form of the address is: To N. (dative) leget &Emynrfi zai toi Kavoageiors xal vols Grog 
mouréveot." No specific reference is made to any of these officials in POxy IX 1202 (217 A.D.) 
Which is addressed (in dative case) to the deputy epistrategus. The identity of these other officials 
will be discussed below. 

The documents next identify the declarant(s) with this formula: xagé N., son of N. who is 
the son of N., of the N. tribe and N. deme"! rav 7 (_ th (Eros) of emperor N. éepnBevxdtav.”? 




































9. Sections 3-5 are missing in PRyI It 101 (63 A.D.).We _ex-chiliarch, ex-prefect of the first Damscene cohort, and chief 
might assume, however, from the fairly predictable form of of the cultivators (gyeveomy6s). PSI XII 1225 (156-57 A.D.) 
‘other status documents (epikrisis) tha inthis ciskrsis document adds only that the exegetes is also an ex-agoranoms. 
‘section similar to that of PFlor 179 (60 A.D.) concluded the 11. POxy HII 477 (132-33 A.D.) and PSI XIL 1225 
declaration (156-57 A.D). SB7333 (186-87 A.D.) is from a woman who 

10. SB 7333 (186-87 A.D.) addresses the exegetes alone identifies herself as N.,. daughter of N., orc etd xvgion (her 
who is identified notonly as priest but also asthe superintendent second husband? ro énoynBuboaveos arf dvbods) N., son 
Of various courts (node Hh Exehelg vow xonuaTioxGn wal tay of N. who isthe Son of N. of the N. tribe and N. deme, The boy's 


‘haw xoceygiiny) Bothof the other documentsaddatleastone father who has died is identified later with exactly this same 
office or ttle besides priest to the identification ofthe exegetes. form. 
POny 111477 (132-33 A.D.) calls him also neocorus of Serapis, 12. In $B 7333 (186-87 A.D.) this portion of the formula 
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‘The declarant in POxy III 477 (132-3 A.D.) is the father alone'* and in SB7333 (186-87 A.D.) 
the mother along with her guardian (perhaps her second husband) declares because the bo 
father is dead. Only in PSI XII 1225 (156-57 A.D.) do both parents declare for their son. All 
declarants identify themselves as members of an Alexandrian tribe and deme 

‘The declaration proper includes: 

(1) a participial phrase declaring the wish of the parent(s) to have his (or their) son who is 
here identified enrolled among the ephebes — BovhSpevos (POxy II 477; PSI XII 1225 has the 
plural throughout; SB 7333 the feminine singular) eloxotvat els tos x eloroy (th (tos) of 
emperor N. éypifous tov yeyovira wot & (wife and/or husband listed here)'* vidv N.; and 

(2) a request by the declarant(s) that the officials addressed in the declaration take the 
necessary steps to bring about the boy's inscription on the ephebe list — dE. duds (omitted in SB 
7333 _ 186-87 A.D.) avvtdka: (SB 7333 here adds yaar) ois xQds tovrors oor hafovior 
pov yewoyoagiay neol tod GAnOy elvar ta nooxeiveva” olc xccbrixer xonnaritery Hor 
vehevodvet!® r& mods Ty eloxgiay xai Eqnflay tod zoveyoaHHEvOD HOU vio N. yodnpara, 
Exerra” vo noounTh xal tH YRVADLGOAY ToIs O01 AQODSEEAODL crdrOv Els tOds (PSIXII 1 
— 156-57 A.D. w aiitd Eros) éqriBous. 

The declaration ends at this point, a 
has a statement identifying probably the r 
other information provided by the documents is the statement on the verso of PSI XII 1 
(156-57 A.D.) — dxdpvqu(a) éqnB(eias) N. tod x(ai) N 

POxy IX 1202 (217 A.D.) does not include a formal declaration such as that descr 
above, Because of the special circumstance (i.e., this document is a plea to correct an 0 
the form is unique. The father in his petition to the deputy epistrategus complains that his son's 
name has been omitted from the list of ephebes (1 tGv én} Yoag}) annually prepared by the 
dupodoygcyyuatedc, and he pleads that the error be rectified. In his closing remarks the father 
presents as the boy's qualification the fact that his son is & tod véywaros tov zag" fal 
ywuvaoiov xooofdvtos eic tecoageoxaudexaereis tH ( )th (ret) wal exnoudevra nav 
auohovietay tov EGY xai TOD yévous Eig Tos & TOD yunvadion. 























Ithough POxy III 477 (132-33 A.D.) in a second hand 


.w ephebe and giving his place of residence. The only 
5 





























C. Summary and Comparison of Forms 


ions like epikrisis declarations have basically the same form. 
the extremely limited number of 
rations but 





The extant eiskrisis decl 
although some important differences do exist. Unfortunately 
documents makes difficult not only the interpretation of some parts of the de 
the discovery of reasons for the differences in form. It is not easy, for example, to determine 
whether the differences are chronological or geographical (some are from Hermopolis; othe 























follows the identification of the wiquos. PSI XIL 1225 (156-S7 15. Both POxy III 477 (132-33 A.D.) and PSIXIL 1225 
AD) nds here: xai tie tovrow yovaids N., daughter of N., (156-57 A.D.) have a lacuna here. The text of POxy 111477 has 
‘ariiguexd xupiov (husband listed above as declarant). POxy been restored correctly I think, as yodyal. This infinitive 
1X 1202 (217 A.D.) ismuch brieferinthissection: nagN.,son appears earlier in the form as presented by SB 7333 (186-87 
Of N, and N., dev ORvetyno" néhews A.D), and some such idea clearly is needed in the other two 
13. The declarant later explains thatthe boy's mother has documents at ths place, The lacuna in PS! XII 1225 continues 
died. Pechaps if she were alive, she would have joined him in through the next phrase ols xxix. 
‘declaring. 16. The text of POxy Ill 477 (132-33 A.D.) has been 


14, The phrase in POny Ill 477 (132-33 A.D.) is bx wis damaged badly in these final lines. The form presented here is 





degC HOU N. doc h weriRexzev; in PSEXIT 1225 (156-57 taken almost totally from the other two documents 
A.D), te 4034p; andin SB 7333 (186-87 A.D), N. sono 17. PSIXIL1225 (156-57 A.D.) should be cotrected here 
N. who s the son of N., of N. tribe and N, deme, xix ( )th (line 17-18) from survaxehedoat ve to yodupara Exevea 


(E106) of emperor N. ignBewxdrar, 8s werspaayer. 
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from Oxyrhynchus or elsewhere). The Hermopolite declarations come from 60-63 A.D.; the 
Oxyrhynchite-Alexandrian, from 132-217 A.D. Perhaps the Hermopolite form by 132 A.D. was 
more like that of the other declarations, but, to judge from epikrisis declarations in which little 
change in form occurs from generation to generation, it need not have been. For 
Oxythynchite-Alexandrian declarations there is no apparent difference in form during the half 
century from which the documents come. 

‘The differences between the two forms may not even be chronological or geographical. It is 
very likely that the declarant’s present place of residence and the place of citizenship when he 
became an ephebe determined the form to be used. That is to say, the Hermopolite form was used 
by residents of Hermopolis who had previously been enrolled and had served as ephebes in 
Hermopolis. The Oxyrhynchite-Alexandrian form, on the other hand, was used by residents of 
Oxyrhynchus or some other place who had previously been enrolled and served as ephebes in 
Alexandria and were still members of specific tribes and demes of Alexandria. The one form then 
required only local officials; the other had to include provincial officials or at least officials in the 
place where the declarant originally had himself been admitted to the ephebia. 

‘To support this thesis we should identify the similarities and differences in form. Then on the 
basis of the differences especially we can consider what specifically the function of each type of 
declaration wa: 

In general the form is similar in both types, All declarations are addressed to an exegetes and 
are from a parent who identifies himself (or her husband) as a former ephebe. Following the 
address section is the declarant’s statement that he wants his son who is now eligible for the 
ephebia to be registered as such, Included in this section are the credentials the validity of which 
are supported by an oath (Hermopolis) or a reference to a document (yeigoypagiay) to be 
provided for the proper officials (Oxyrhynchite-Alexandrian), This affidavit contained, I think, 
the same type of oath about the validity of credentials which was actually included in the 
Hermopolite form. Both types of declaration specifically direct the recipient to make provision 
for another official to enter the boy’s name on the ephebe list. 

The declarations uniformly suggest that the major and perhaps only requirement for the 
son's enrollment as an ephebe was his father’s status as ex-ephebe."* The only status requirement 
Suggested for the mother was that she be a citizen and a freedwoman.” 

No age is specified by the declarations as the age for application or enrollment.” The 
Hermopolite documents merely speak of the boy’s having attained the age for admission to the 
ephebia 

Besides obvious differences in the wording of the forms, there are two major differences 
which should be noted. The firstis the number and identity of officials addressed or alluded to; the 





























18, PFlor179 (60 A.D.) and PRyI11 101 (63.A.D.)both documents certifying entry of young men to Alexandrian 


list_ membership in the gymnasium class as part of the 
credentials. In POxy 1X 1202 (217 A.D.) the boy isidentifed as 
‘4 member of that gymnasium class, but primarily, I think, £0 
establish his age of eligibility for the ephebia. None of the 
COxymynchite-Alexandrian declarations mention membership 
in the gymnasium class forthe declarants. They rather indicate 
that the father is an Alexandrian citizen, i.e. he has served as 
ephebe, 

19, Ineach of the Oxyrhynchite-Alexandrian declarations 
he mother is listed as doryis with no other status indicated for 
her or her father. Of the Hermopolite declarations PFlor 179 
(60 A.D.) identifies the mother as «free woman whose parents 
also were free, and PRy! I 101 (63 A.D.) notes that the 
‘mother’s father was a member of the gymnasium class. Several 




















citizenship through the ephebia (;o6vos égnpieac) also indicate 
that the mother normally wasa citizen (Bor), She is so listed in 
PSIVIL 777 (1-2 century A.D.), PSIXII 1223 (131 A.D,), SB 
7239 (140-41 A.D.), BGU IV 1084—= WChrest 146 (149 
AD), and PSIXII 1224 (156-57 A.D.). Another document of 
this type, SB 7171 (186 A.D.) has textual damage where the 
mother's name should appear 

20. See above note 18 with regard to POxy IX 1202 (217 
A.D), where am age is given inthe father's petition to have his 
son's name included on the list. In our discussion ofthe function 
of these declarations, we will return to the question of age and 
evaluate the evidence offered by sources other than the 
declarations considered here. 
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second related to thisis the description of the procedure to be followed in carrying out the process. 
‘The Hermopolite declarations present no problems of interpretation in either of these 


respects. Simply stated, the procedure revealed by these decl 
Hermopolis received the declaration from the boy's father @ 
gymnasium to place the new ephebe’s name on the offi 


jarations shows that the exegetes of 
nd then ordered the scribe of the 
list. No other officials are said to have 








been involved, and the process is completed on the local level of government. 
‘There is, however, for the Oxyrhynchite-Alexandrian declarations some difficulty in the 


identification of officials and in the determination of what precisely thes 
accomplish an eiskrisis, These two problems are, of course, interrelated 
‘A brief outline of the process by which the boy attained ephebic sta 


officials did to 








s will reveal the 





problems. The declarant (the boy's father or mother) addresses his request to an exegetes, the 
Caesarii, and the other prytanes. They are asked by the declarant to order those in charge (tots 





20ds TovtoLs oat) and who have rec 


ved the declarant’s affidavit tha 





the informations correct 





to write to the proper officials (ols xarthjxe1). These proper officials are to be instructed to deal 
with the declarant’s case and to tell the kosmetes and the gymnasiarch to receive the boy as an 


ephebe. 
Four different groups of offi 





s take part in the prece 


, but only the last group can readil 





be identified in terms of function in the eiskrisis. Strictly speaking neither the kosmetes nor the 





gymnas 
training and supervis 





ing the new! 





arch has anything to do with the enrollment of the boy. They rather assume the tasks of 
admitted ephebes. 
To identify the other officials and determine pre 





ly what they did to accomplish an 


ciskrisis is not an easy task. We will begin with the first group to whom the declaration is 
addressed: the exegetes, the Caesarii, and the other prytanes 





An exegetes in ¢: 


where he holds office. The most likely place is Alexandria.” 
of residence, and he was subsequently followed by by Jouguet, 


Alexandria as exegetes’ plac 
Wilcken, and others in holding this position. 





ch case is addressed first in these declarations, 


nd there can be little doubt 
Paul Meyer early identified 





The other officials (the Caesarii and the other prytanes) unfortunately are more difficult to 


identify 
Alexandrii 








offered by Alexandrians residing outside Alexandr: 
conclusion,™ but it is suggested first by the fact that all dec 


21. That this exegetes also has the ttle “neosorus of the 
great Serapis” suggests Alexandria as place of office, because 
Some of the references to this priesthood deal with an 
Alexandrian official or ex-official. See PStrassbI 10.3 and POxy 
1100.2. We should note that notall documents which record this 
priesthood specifically link the official with Alexandria. In 
Several, no indication of place is given. 

See Meyer's review of Friedrich Preisighe’s Stid- 
tisches Beamtenwesen im rémischen Agypten in BerlPhilWoch 
24 (1904) 495-96, Pierre Jouguets position was not entirely 
clear in "Sur L’Ephébie dans L'Egypte Gréco-Romaine. 
RevPhil 34 (1910) 52, where the exegetes is identified as “le 
directeur de ia municipaité,” nor in Vie municipale (1911) 
156-57, where he calls the exegetes the one “qui en est chargé 
dans les cités et dans les métropoles.” Wilcken, Grundziige 
(1912) 142 took the remark to mean non-local or Alexandrian, 
‘and probably that was what Jouguet intended. For others 
holding this view see W. Schubart, “Alexandrinische Urkunden 














» although it is probable that they too were Alexandrian officials who together with the 
n exegetes were responsible for handling eiskrisis declarations and other petitions 


There 





no direct evidence to support this 
ants are Alexandrian citizens who 


aus der Zeit des Augustus,” ArchP S (1913) 94-95 (note 3) and 
Friedrich Oertal, Die Liturgie (1917) 325-26, 345-46, and 
371-72 

23, Jouguet, Vie municipale (1911) 157, suggested that 
the Cacsarii were “fonctionoaires impériaux,” possibly the 
prefect of Egypt or his subordinates, or they may have included 
the archidicastes and the strategus of the city. The other 
prytanes, he theorized, were “d'autres hauls magistrats 
‘municipaux, 

The Caesarii are mentioned only in these eiskrsis 
<ectarations, in PTebrt I 317 (174-75 A.D.), and in Dio Cassius 
$2.24, where they are identified as imperial reedmen (wal dv 
xavoageiaw viv ve éy x Beganeig aay Bear wai tv GAY 
Xv héyou tavds Elev), Persons called ‘Caesar’ also appear 
later as subordinate fiscal officers in Cod. Just. 10.1.5; 10.1.7; 
and in Cod. Th. 10.7, 

24. Very important for this argument is PTebt 11 317 
75 A.D.) which is addressed to these same officials by a 
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were originally registered as ephebes in Alexandria, and second by the assumption based on the 
Hermopolite declarations that the exegetes or proper official of the place of citizenship normally 
initiated the process. 

‘The Caesarii must have been, as Jouguet suggested, officials in Alexandria who represented 
the Roman government, and they with the other Alexandrian officials (prytanes) constituted an 
ciskrisis board like that described in PSITI 199 (203 A.D.) where a nomarch, some senators, an 
ex-prytanis, and a scribe of the senate are listed as the officials by whom certain boys have been 
enrolled (eloxgudévtec) in the ephebia.* The exegetes, it seems, was the presiding officer of this 
Alexandrian board which received the eiskrisis declarations and then forwarded them to other 
officials for examination and certification. 

The officials who examined the declaration’s validity and certified the boy's eligibility are 
even more difficult to identify. As is stated in the declaration, the exegetes, Caesarii, and other 
prytanes are to tell those in charge who have received the declarant’s affidavit that the 
information is correct to write to the proper officials. These officials in turn are to deal with the 
case and finally to tell the kosmetes and the gymnasiarch to receive the boy as an ephebe. The 
listing is quite general—those in charge and the proper officials. But who were they? 

We should, I think, first determine what the possibilities are by listing all officials who in 
other related documents are given some role in the eiskrisis of ephebes. With this list we can 
categorize officials on the basis of similarity in function. Here then are the relevant documents 
and the officials listed in them. 

(1) POxy IX 1202 (217 A.D.), a request that a boy omitted from the ephebe list be added 
(évraryijvan) to it, is addressed to a deputy epistrategus. The boy's father complains that a village 
scribe (éupodoyoayjicrredc) has wrongly or inadvertently omitted his son's name from the annual 
list. No other officials are mentioned in the document. 

(2) PSIIL 199 (203 A.D.) states that an epistrategus certified (etxovioato) a list of ephebes 
enrolled (etoxouéévtes) in Antinoopolis by a nomarch, some senators, an ex-prytanis, and a 
scribe of the senate. The list was addressed to the epistrategus by the officials named above. 

(3) PFlor I 57 (166 A.D.) is a petition by an Alexandrian residing in Hermopolis for 
‘exemption from a liturgy because of his advanced age. The petitioner uses his eiskrisis date and 
declaration to establish his age as seventy. The date of his examination was listed on a yoaq) 
xaidiwv tv eloxorvouéven for that particular year, and itis a copy of this list which the petitioner 
submits to prove his age. In that document the boys are said to have been examined for the 
ephebia by the prefect who is also described as Svtos 790s [1h] Extxoloet and by an exegetes, who 
is also called a neocorus of great Serapis, an ex-kosmetes, and a priest. 

‘One more official is listed this document, a man named Nilos who has been responsible for 
the entry of the boys’ names in the record office at Hermopolis (eixowabévtwy ey 7 100s TH 
*A@nva [yoalwet txd Netdov). We have more information about Nilos and the function he 
performed in this process. PFlor I 57 continues after Nilos’ name with &x xarahoyetou row] 790s 





























‘woman seeking sanction for the appointment of her brother and 
hhusband to represent her in a forthcoming trial at which she 
Hot be present in the Arsinoite nome. She indicates that she 
‘cannot personally sail up to that nome for the trial. Obviously 
she is notin the nome, and, as the editors point out, iti ikely 
she was in Alexandria, 
25. PSITL 199 (203 A.D.) is certification of young men 
eligible to participate in an annual ephebic contest (Meyahc. 
‘Avayéea) of Antinoopolis. After the date i given, the 














‘pistrategus states that he has certified (eixovioato) the boys 
described in the following section. There follows what appears 
to be a reproduction of the list sent to the epistrategus. The 
document stated that “certain boys (xéb¢s) who have been 
‘examined (cloxgsbiveec) by the nomarch, five senators, an 
‘ex-prytanis, and the scribe of the senate" — and at this point 
breaks off, but presumably went om to lst the boys by name and 
authorize them for approval by the epistrategus 
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tf) dtcRoyy adrod. As Wilcken correctly pointed out, the phrase & xatahoyetou gives the 
Alexandrian source (i.¢., bureau of the archidicastes, an assistant of the prefect) of the 
information subsequently recorded in the office at Hermopolis. The next phrase — tod 90s TH} 
d choy — is the official title of Nilos in that Alexandrian bureau, and the a¥tov at the end of the 
phrase refers to the xatahoyeiov.* 

To sum up the process described in this document, when these boys eligible for the ephebia 
had been examined by the prefect and the exegetes, their names were entered in the bureau at 
Alexandria and then subequently transferred through Nilos to the record office in Hermopolis. 
‘The transfer took place, we must assume, because the boys on this list resided in Hermopolis, but 
first had to be submitted to the officials in Alexandria by their fathers who were Alexandrians 
living in Hermopolis. 

(4) SB 7427 (168-69 A.D.) is the epikrisis record of an Antinoopolite ephebe who 
apparently moved to Karanis (where the document was found). Itis one of two extant documents 
which begin with the phrase & émxgioews épyiBwv.”” These texts are obviously extracts from a list 
such as that mentioned in PFlor I $7 (166 A.D. — yoamh naidwv ray eloxowonévev). A brief 
description of SB 7427, a copy from the your}, follows: & suxotoews égriPuv (date). nev Ga, 
dy ol xaréges puhiis N. wet Etega, N., son of N. and N., age fourteen years seven months one day. 
Three witnesses (SB 7605 has five). avriyoaqov dxoygagiis N. tod émotg(anjyou) ots 
eyotions nagedéxOn. 2H. N. Bovdeu(nhs) PiB\voptha(ak) ndkems Geonplopen.” 

‘Two officials are referred to in the text: an epistrategus whose subscription reads “He was 
enrolled”, and a bibliophylax who who has certified the copy. 

From this brief listing of officials mentioned in relevant documents, we can now suggest a 
function for each of the the four groups of officials mentioned in the Oxyrhynchite-Alexandrian 
declarations. 

In its most complete form, the eiskrisis required officials for: 

(1) initiation of the process (the addressees), 

(2) examination (ol eloxotvovtes), 

(3) certification and recording (ol etvovitovtes or xonwaritovres), and 

(4) supervision of the ephebes. 

In both Hermopolite and Oxyrhynchite-Alexandrian declarations the exegetes is the 
initiator of the process. When an Alexandrian citizen makes the declaration, the exegetes of 
Alexandria is associated with imperial and other local officials as initiator of the eiskrisis (group 
one).” To group four belong (only for Oxyrhynchite-Alexandrian declarations) the kosmetes and 

















‘examination was also called eiskrisis is shown by PSI IL 199 
(203 A.D.), where the ephebes are said to be tloxouddvres, 
Despite the use ofthe term epikrsisin SB 7427 and SB760S for 





(1908) 441-42. This remains the best and least complicated 
‘explanation of Nilos ttle and role. Jouguet, Vie municipale 














(1911) 159-60 had another suggestion. Nilos, who was the 
scribe of the yoasiov, had two different titles — & 
narahoyelov and & xgds vf duadorf. The duaoyh was a 
Subdivision of the bureau of the archidicastes (nereadoyeiov), 
Although the word order is unusual, the most logical 
lunderstanding ofthe &xxcrva.oyeiowis that it gives a source, not 
a title, 

27, The other is SB 7605 = PFamTeb 32 (145-46 A.D.). 
Since these documents are so similar, SB'7605 will ot be listed 
separately, but will be discussed in connection with SB 7427. 
The use of the term tinguo in these texts is surprising. but not 
totally unprecedented. PFlor1 $7 (166 A.D.) is described as an 
Gvetyqagov éxxoloros, and in it the prefect is identified in 
terms of his supervision of the epikrisis. That the Antinoopolite 








c|ephebes, the normal and usual term is eskriss. For SB7427, see 
AER. Boak, “The Epikrisis Record of an Ephebe of 
‘Antinoopolis Found at Karanis,” JEA 13 (1927) 151-54 

28. SB7605 adds here tow by nerrexequoy(@) and then 
in 3H. is the signature of the new ephebe. 

29. This may have been true of all Alexandrian citizens 
residing outside Alexandria. From PFlor 1 $7 (166 A.D.) we 
know that an Alexandrian living in Hermopolis submitted his 
<declaration tothe Alexandrian exegetes. Because this document 
{is not a declaration, it is impossible to discover whether or not 
the other Alexandrian officials were addressed. Similarly, we 
‘cannot determine who the addressees originally were in 
declarations made in Antinoopolis for which we have 
subsequent documents (PSII 199-203 A.D. and SB 7427 — 
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the gymnasiarch who served as ephebic supervisors. In group two and group three, I submit, the 
other officials mentioned in these documents can be placed. 

Therefore, group two, the officials in charge who had to examine the validity of the 
declarant's credentials, included the following: 

(a) In Hermopolis, although none specifically are mentioned, presumably the exegetes also 
performed this function or entrusted it to a commission like that which appeared in the document 
from Antinoopolis (PSI TI 199 — 203 A.D.). 

(b) In Oxyrhynchus-Alexandria (or Hermopolis-Alexandria), an eiskrisis commission (ol 
nods toUToLs Svtes) on which, I believe, served the prefect of Egypt (listed as 6 x0d¢ Tj) 
émxoioet) or more likely his representatives such as the official from the bureau of the 
archidicastes (6 x9d¢ tH Stakoy}i), Who was an assistant of the prefect.” The commission received 
the declarant’s affidavit (xegoyoapia), checked it against records in the xavaAoyeiov in 
Alexandria, and then wrote to the next set of officials to authorize them to complete the 
enrollment of the boy 

(c) In Antinoopolis, an eiskrisis commission on which served a nomarch, some senators, an 
ex-prytanis, and a scribe of the senate. Although we have no complete declarations from 
Antinoopolis, we can theorize that these officials were instructed by an exegetes of that place to 
examine the boys whose names they submitted to the epistrategus for approval.” 

In group three, officals who certified that the examinations had been completed and made 
provision for enrollment on the list of ephebes, were: 

(a) In Hermopolis, a scribe of the gymnasium who was instructed to inscribe (etxovioat) the 
newly admitted ephebes on the official list;” 

(b) In Oxyrhynchus-Alexandria, the proper officials (lg xathjxe1), whom I understand to 
have been the epistrategus having jurisdiction over Oxyrhynchus (or his deputy) who received 
written authorization from Alexandria to deal with the petition (gonuaritew) and who then 
instructed a scribe to enter (eixovitew) the names on the local list;"” and 

(c) In Antionoopolis, the epistrategus having jurisdiction over Antinoopolis who certified 
and provided for the enrollment (eixovioato) and noted on certificates issued to the newly 
admitted ephebes that they had been enrolled (xagedéz, — SB 7427 — 168-69 A.D.), In 
documents such as PSIII 199 (203 A.D.) where the scribe is not mentioned, the etxoviapidc is 
listed as the function only of the epistrategus who must certainly have entrusted the actual 
recording of names to a scribe. 

To summarize briefly, the eiskrisis process in its most complex form required the services of 
several different offices. Initiated though the office of an exegetes, it was continued by the 
















































168-69 A.D), 57-166 A.D), there is no reference to an epistrategus oF to any 
ficial who certified (eluowitew) that the eiskrisis was 








30, "The prefect performs this function in PFlor 1 $7 (166 high 


A.D.) for an Alexandrian residing in Hermopolis. The same 
document records that an assistant of his in the bureau of the 
rchidicastes supervised the transmission of the evidence for 
eiskrisis to Herm 





31. We might even suggest that in cases of eiskrisis at 
Hermopolis a commission ofthis type, although not named by 
the declarations, was charged by the exegetes with the task of 








‘examination. That loca 
of officials such as those 
@SIM 199-203 A.D), 

32. In these Hermop 
Hermopolite- Alexandrian document described above (PFlor 1 


nission might have been composed 
ted in the Antinoopolite document 








lite declarations 38 inthe 








‘valid. That function is given rather to ascribe. It seems that for 
Hermopolite declarations the certification of an epistrategus 
‘was not necessary. The scribe on the authority of the exegetes or 
the prefect enrolled the new ephebe 

33. From PTebt 11 316 (99 A.D), it seems that these 
proper officials aso issued a certificate to the newly admitted 
ephebe. This document has fragments of several declarations on 
cath by n d been received as ephebes some sixteen 
years before these declarations were drawn up. Each of them 
States that he tereheuundéven tov dnd Barsos yonweriou xa 
Eyeay w ueradsowiov. SB 7427 (168-69 A.D.) and SB 7605 
(145-46 A.D.) are certainly centficates of this kind 
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prefect’s office, and completed through an epistrategus’ office. When a scribe acting on the order 
of an epistrategus had enrolled a new ephebe, a kosmetes and a gymnasiarch began the task of 
training the boy for his newly acquired status. 


Il. THE FUNCTION OF THE DOCUMENTS 





In our discussion of the form which eiskrisis documents reveal, we have already suggested 
that the basic function of the documents was securing admission of qualified young men to the 
ephebic status and rank. A secondary use illustrated by PFlorI 57 (166 A.D.) was the proving of 
‘one’s age by submission of copy of the eiskrisis declaration. 

Although these functions of the declarations are clearly stated in the documents, there are 
some questions about the precise nature of the functions because of the brevity of the texts and 
because of the existence of another process related to eiskrisis (i.c., epikrisis leading to 
membership in the gymnasium class). The questions which we must consider in order to describe 
completely the function of eiskrisis declarations are 

(1) At what age typically was the boy qualified for the ephebia? 

(2) What was the nature and function of the ephebia in Roman Egypt? 

(3) What was the relationship between eiskrisis (and the ephebia) and epikrisis (and the 

gymnasium class)? 


A. Age of Ephebes 


To identify the age at which young men in Roman Egypt entered the ephebia, we must 
depend on sources other than the eiskrisis declarations themselves, for none of the declarations 
specifically lists the age of admission. In both Hermopolite declarations (PFlor 79-60 A.D. 
and PRyl Il 101 — 63 A.D.) the declarant merely states that his son has reached the age for the 
‘examination leading to the ephebia. None of the Oxyrhynchite-Alexandrian declarations even 
mentions age. The only indication of what the proper age was for declaration is found in POxy1X 
1202 (217 A.D.), where the father in appealing to the deputy epistrategus mentions that his son 
has already joined the ranks of those who at age fourteen have entered the gymnasium class. From 
this it seems that the boy was also to have begun his ephebic service at age fourteen 

From other sources which refer to the ephebia in Egypt we can conclude that typically the 
ephebia was entered by a boy in or even in some cases before his fourteenth year." The most 
decisive evidence for age fourteen is found in the documents containing records of entry to the 
ephebia (xodvog éqnieias) for Alexandrian citizens and the documents beginning && éuxgoews 
EqriBoy. Each of the six extant records of entry presents a date on which a young man became an 
ephebe and a summary of his return of birth. In the four documents complete enough for us to 
calculate the age differential, the boy was in each case fourteen when he became an ephebe.”* 
Furthermore, both && éxoiaews épfiPcrv documents list fourteen as the age when the young men 











34, "This is at least four years earlier than the normal age SB 7239 (140-41 A.D.); BGUIV 1084 = WChrest 146 (149 
(Cighteen) for entering the Attic ephebia. For information and —_A.D.}; and PSI XIl 1224 (156-57 A.D.). The age cannot be 
bibliography on the Attic ephebia, see Chrysis Pélékidis, determined in PSII 777 (I-11 A.D.) and SB7171 (186 A.D.) 
Histoire de !Ephebie Artique (Paris 1962). Pélékidis discusses For comments on BGUTV 1084 and PSIVII 777, see H.1. Bel, 
age of admission on pages 93-94. Records of Entry Among the Ephebi," JEA 12 (1926) 245-47, 

35, ‘These four documents are: PSIXII 1223 (131 A.D.): 
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entered the ephebia. In SB7427 (168-69 A.D.) the boy was fourteen years seven months one day 
old; in SB 7605 (145-46 A.D.) the age given for the boy is fourteen. 

Evidence from another important source, however, is more difficult to assess. PTebt II 316 
(99 A.D.) contains a series of oaths made by young men who had sixteen years earlier been 
received as ephebes. The five men whose oaths are recorded in the document were registered as 
ephebes at surprisingly different ages: 








Age of Registration Age at time of Oath ame 
12 28 lost 
fz 23 Demetrius 
3 19 Heliodorus 
14 (2) 30 (2) Sarapion 
12 28 Ammonis 


Ammonis, Sarapion, and the twenty-eight year old whose name has been lost support the 
contention that enrollment took at or shortly before age fourteen. It is likely that normally 
the registration fell in the thirteenth (or perhaps even at times the twelfth) year and actual service 
then began in the fourteenth. 

The two brothers Demetrius and Helidorus, however, present an insoluble problem if we 
hope to establish a fairly standard age of registration. The ages of three and seven are to’ 
unique times of ephebic registration and resist interpretation. Each of the brothers says: I, N. 
of N. who is the son of N., of N. tribe and N. deme tov t(_)th Erocof emperor N. égmPevxdtav 

vb by emperor N. égmPevxévar w eoxiyevov Eros ( ) 

Unless we conclude that the ephebia was merely an honorific rank which could be conferred 
‘on three and seven year olds without apparently requiring active participation, we must,:as 
Jouguet did, attempt to explain what it meant for them to have registered at so young an age. As 
Wwe suggested above (note 6), we agree with Jouguet that the verb épnBeuxévar and égmPevxdrwv 
apply both to becoming and serving as an ephebe. Demetrius’ and Heliodorus’ father was granted 
the privilege of registering his sons as ephebes several years before they actually served in the 
ephebia. From this unusual arrangement it is likely that both’ the father and the state derived 
benefit — the father because of the honor and prestige he gained for the boys 
because presumably the granting of the privilege resulted in financial gain for institutio 
supported.” Although we cannot prove it, we believe that Demetrius and Heliodorus later (either 
when they were old enough to serve or at age fourteen) participated actively in the service 
expected of ephebes, but when they had occasion to refer to the time of their ephebia they used 
the date of their registration. 

We conclude, therefore, that with a few exceptions the eiskrisis declaration normally was 
submitted in time for the boy to be admitted in his fourteenth year to the ephebic ranks. 


























B. The Nature and Function of Ephebic Service in Roman Egypt 


Precisely what a fourteen year old boy experienced in his ephebic service in Egypt is not 
defined by the documents which refer to the ephebia. We do not even know exactly how long the 
term of ephebic service was in Egypt, although it may have about the same length (two years) as 
the Attic ephel 





36. Jouguet, Vie municipale 151-53. 37. For length of service, see O.W. Reinmuth, “The 
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Only one eiskrisis document suggests an activity in which ephebes engaged. POxyIX 1202 
(217 A.D.) makes reference to alist of ephebes prepared before an ephebic contest established at 
Oxyrhynchus by Septimius Severus and Caracalla. Such gymnastic or athletic contests were part 
of the Attic ephebia, and presumably they continued in the Roman period. These contests or “war 
games” were vestiges of the more serious military training which characterized the ephebia in its 
early stages in Greece. 

From a letter of Claudius to the Alexandrians (PLond 1912 —41 A.D.) we know also entry 
to the ephebia was a condition of citizenship in Alexandria.” There is no direct evidence that this 

was true in other localities in Egypt, although we may assume from the connection between 

ephebia and citizenship in Attica that this may also have been a function of the ephebia in Egypt in 
Roman times 

It would seem, however, that outside Alexandria the basic function of the ephebia was 
educational and that it served if not to bestow citizenship at least to train boys for citizenship. This 
would probably mean that the service involved not only gymnastic and athletic contests but also 
the type of education desired by the Hellenes in Egypt for their sons. If this was essentially the 
ature of the ephebic service, its basic function then was preservation of the Hellenic culture and 
thereby preparation for citizenship 

































The Relationship between the Ephebia and the Gymnasium Cl 





The presence of a gymnasium class along with the ephebia in Hermopolis and Oxyrhynchus 
is attested by epikrisis documents from those metropoleis, Because both classes provide status 
and both involve use of the gymnasium, we must try to explain how they differ from or are related 
to each other. 

As the existence of different types of documents indicates, different processes were required 
for admission to the two categories. The gymnasium documents (epikrisis) show that very strict 
qualifications had to be met before the boy could be admitted to the class. Both his father and 
maternal grandfather had to be able to document membership in the class back to the time of 
Augustus when an original list was drawn up for the gymnasium class. In the eiskrisis, on the other 
hand, the requirements were not quite so stringent, The father had to have been an ephebe, which 
meant, of course, that membership was hereditary also in the ephebia. The boy's mother had to 
have been a freedwoman or citizen. 

That the two processes served different ends is indicated not only by these different 
qualifications, but also by the fact that a boy could be registered both as an ephebe (through 
eiskrisis) and as a member of the gymnasium class (through epikrisis).”” We can safely assume that 
the processes were not simply duplicate ways of achieving the same status, for some of the boys 
qualified for the ephebia could never (on their mother’s side) meet the qualifications for 
membership in the gymnasium class. 

The ephebia, it seems, flourished in the cities in which the Hellenic part of the population 
still retained its identity and held fast to its culture. This culture was in part transmitted through a 
relatively short training period which involved use of the gymnasium and supervision by 









































Ephebate and Citizenship in Attica,” TAPA 79 (1948) 211 38. The letter can be found in Hu. Bell, Jews and 








Touguet, Vie municipale 154, concludes thatthe term ofservice Christians in Egypt (London 1924), 
‘could not have been much longer than three years if that long. 39. See POxy IX 1202 (217 A.D.). This text also shows 
because of the inclusion of a nineteen year old ina post-service that the ephebia was oot a prerequisite for membership in the 
honorary association. Wilcken, Grundziige 142 was also gymnasium class, for the epikriss in this instance preceded the 


inclined to see two of three years as the duration of service. eskriss. 
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gymnasium officials. Completion of that training, however, did not mean that the boy was 
automatically a member of the gymnasium class.” It may, as we suggested above, have meant only 
that the boy was technically equipped to become and serve as a citizen or (in Alexandria at least) 
that having actually been received as a citizen by his eiskrisis he was now properly trained for full 
exercise of the rights of citizenship. 

In addition to citizenship status acquired by registration as ephebes in Alexandria and 
perhaps elsewhere, ephebes also gained the privilege of receiving a Greek education and sharing 
the amenities of Greek civilization. Some who had taken part in the ephebia and perhaps did not 
qualify for membership in the gymnasium class (the elite Hellenic status) identified themselves in 








terms of a lower level status as ex-ephebes."' 

Many of the ephebes without doubt did qualify for the gymnasium clas: 
status and more extensive privileges. But in contrast to sevice in the ephebia, membership in the 
gymnasium class was not limited to a short or specified period of time. Furthermore the benefits 





\d thus fora higher 


from belonging to this class were more than educational in nature. Pol \d social privileges 
were certainly open to those of gymnasium status, as were the continuing cultural opportunities 
offered by the gymnasium which we discussed in Chapter IIL 

We conclude, therefore, that in some metropoleis of Roman Egypt the eiskrisis served to 
register young men of Hellenic background in the ephebia through which they received a liberal 
education and perhaps were accepted as citizens. Concurrently, if they qualified, they could be 
registered through epikrisis as members of the gymnasium class. After the training period as 
ephebes was concluded, those who belonged to the higher status in the gymnasium class 
thereafter identified themselves in terms of that status and used their epikrisis declaration as 
proof of age, if such proof was needed. For those who could not belong to the higher gymnasium 
class and status, continued voluntary association with other ex-ephebes was a means by which 
they could continue to lay claim to status. 























40, This is approximately the position taken by evidence presented in eiskrisis declarations 
Toubenschlag, The Law of Greco-Roman Egypt inthe Light of 411, See PTebt Il 316 (99 A.D.), in which young men 
the Papyri(195S) 640-41, who argues that the boys dmittedto several years after their ephebic service sill identify themselves 
the gymnasium through epikrsis had toparticipate inaone year in terms of that status and seem to be part of a private 
{raining program and that “during this year the young man was association of ex-ephebes. 

designated by the term: égmpeso.” This assertion ignores the 














Epikrisis: 


‘Among the documents which refer to an epikrisis and serve as s 
in which priests are said to be éxixexowévos and diayodwas 


Chapter VIT 


Priests 


‘us declarations are those 
inéo eloxgiaeis (or eloxertix0d) 








The texts which include this reference to a priestly epikrisis are: 


AD. 103-4 
107-8 
116 
122-23 
171 
171 
176-91 

second century 
188 


SB 9394 
PTebt II 298 
SB 9319 
PMilan 11 81 
SB 9320 
SB 9337 
PTebt 11 598 
PTebt I 611 
SB 9338 


In addition to these documents, there are several in which only the phrase izég eloxoioems (or 





eloxovtmod) appears: 


AD. 


126 
126 
140 


@ 





1. Listed here are those documents in which reference is 
actually made to an epikrisis, These documents are part of a 
father large group of texts offering a yeayH [eotwy xai 
yeowuod. For a good discussion of this type of list, see 
beth HL. Gilliam, “The Archives of the Temple of 
Soknobraisis at Bacchias,” YCS 10 (1947) 181-281. In this 
study can be found an extensive bibliography on the subject (p. 
191, note 60). For a list of documents, see O. Montevecchi 
Tgapal tegéev,” Aegyptus 12 (1932)317-28. To this list 
should be added $B9319 (116 A.D.), $B9320 (171 A.D.), SB 
9323 (188-89 A.D.),SB9324 (208 A'D.), SB9325 (209 A.D.) 
SB 9326 (212 A.D.) SB 9327 (ca.199 A.D.), SB 9332 (199 
A.D), $B9333 (188 A.D,), SB9334 (180-92 A.D.), SB93: 
(188252 A.D), $B 9336 (172 A.D.), $B9337 (171 AD), SB 





















wo136° 
OBruss 35 
Stud XXII 184 
PTebt Il 294 
Stud XXII 171 





9338 (188A.D), SB 9341 (188A.D.), and $B 9394 (103-4 
AD), 

$B9394, PMilan 181, and PTebt 11611 do notrefer tothe 
loxgions or tlangitixdy. In the latter two documents, the texts 
fre too damaged to determine what was there, SB 9394 
‘definitely omits these terms, 

2. For elawgctuxt see W. Otto, Priester und Tempel i 
hellenistischen Agypten (1905) 213, note 1; 227, note 2;245; 
Tl (1908) 182; 327-28, and 346; Wallace, Taxation (1938) 
249-51; Erik Knudtzon, Bacchiastexte und andere Papyri der 
Lunder Papyrussammlung (PLund 4 — 1946) 94-107; and 
Gilliam, YCS 10 (1947) 203-6, 

3. ‘The phrase may have occurred also in WO 137 in which 
there is a lacuna at this point 
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164 PLond 11329 (p. 113) 
201 Stud XXII 143 
221 @ PLond 11353 (p. 112) 
second or third 
century BGUI162 = WChrest91 


The examination or epikrisis was offered at the time of admission to the priesthood and 
served to determine whether or not the candidate was qualified for entrance to the privileged 
priestly class. An examination such as this which controlled admission to the priesthood and 
thereby made it possible to limit the size of the Egyptian priesthoods seems to have been part of 
the Roman policy toward the Egyptian temples. There is evidence that these temples lost power 
alth under the Romans and that the priesthoods during the Roman period had fewer 
priests than during the Ptolemaic period.* 

At the time of examination the candidate’s qualifications were reviewed and evaluated. 
Descent from priests was virtually the only qualification, for the young man’s father and 
grandfather had to belong to the priesthood.* Apparently there was no age qualification, for ages 
vary from thirteen (in the temple of Soknobraisis) to seventeen (in the temple of Soknopaios) for 
the youngest priests in the orders.* 

When admision to the priesthood was granted, the new priest was assessed an entrance fee 
which was designated, eloxovtixév and at the time of payment was said to be tate eloxetoews, 
There is no evidence that fee was an annual charge; it was rather, it seems, a payment offered only 
‘once by the new priest.’ The extremely high fee charged for the office of prophet of Soknebtunis 
(200 drachmas, PTebt Il 294— 146 A.D.) could hardly have been an annual assessment, Other 
fees range from eight drachmas paid by pastophors at Elephantine (WO 136 — 126 A.D. and 
OBruss 35 — 126 A.D.) and twelve drachmas by priests of Soknobraisis at Bacchias (SB9319— 
116 A.D. and SB 9320 — 171 A.D.) to fifty-two drachmas for the priests of Soknebtunis (PTebt 
I 298 — 107-8 A.D.) 

Although the etoxoutrxdv was not an annual fee and therefore had nothing to do with 
payment of the poll-tax, the priestly epikrisis probably was used by the government to establish 
poll-tax rates for the priests as well as to admit them to priesthood. Documents such as PTebt II 
306 (162-63 A.D.), a poll-tax receipt issued to a priest of Soknebtunis, show that some priests 
were required to pay the tax. The rate assessed here is twenty-two drachmas and four obols, a sum 
close enough to the reduced rate (i.e., one half of the regular forty drachma rate) of metropolites 
to suggest that the priests through their epikrisis were given the same privileged poll-tax rate as 
metropolites. 





























4. See Gilliam, YCS (1947) 186-91. Slight increases in higher priests forthe right to choose members of their order, and. 





‘number of priests can be found during the Roman period. 
These, however, are never very substantial, and for all practical 
purposes they represent merely a brief hat or stabilization often 
for specific reasons, e.g, the need fr laborers towork on dikes. 

5. See Otto, Priester und Tempel 1217-30. For exceptions 
sce Gilliam, YCS (1947) 189, where she discusses two priests 
from Bacchias described as dxéwo. These priests, Gilliam 
conjectures, were perhaps given special dispensation 2s 
illegitimate sons of priestesses. 

6, Gilliam, ¥CS (1947) 189-90, 

7. Otto, Preister und Tempe! Il (1908) 182 f, attempted 
to distinguish between neg eloxp(ocuc, an annual payment by 








tloxortix6v, an entrance fee. As PTebt II 294 (note 20) shows, 
the two phrases refer to the same thing —the entrance fee. See 
alo for a correct understanding of the phrases Wallace 249-51 
fand Gilliam, YCS (1947) 203-5. Knudtaon, Bacchiasterte 
(1946) 94-107, thought the terms referred to a yearly tax paid 
by every priest. Of great importance in understanding what 
purpose the fee served is PTebr 11 298 (107-8 A.D.) in which 
priests of Soknebtunis are said to have been examined and 
assessed a the rate of fifty-two drachmas, Later inthe same text 
this is the amount designated as the cost of the priesthood. It 
‘would seem that the sum assessed is the elowgeroxby 
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Some priests, however, were granted total exemption from the payment of the poll-tax.* At 
Tebtunis, fifty priests in the temple of Soknebtunis were declared to have been xohvouior or 
exempt from the poll-tax, and an unspecified number at the temple of Soknopaios in Soknopaiou 
Nesos were granted the same exemption.” To judge from the evidence available for the temple of 
Soknebtunis, a temple was allowed a quota of exemptions and its priests were given the 
designation Gxotioos at the time of epikrisis or admission to the priesthood only if the quota 
was not filled. 

The priestly epikrisis therefore served primarily to regulate size and membership of the 
temple staffs, and it was most certainly a process by which status was conferred. A secondary but 
still important fiscal function of this epikrisis gradually evolved as priests became subject to 
payment of the poll-tax, for such priests might, if the temple quota of total exemption was not 
filled, be declared @xohGowtos or exempt from the payment of the tax. At the time of epikrisis, 
then, a new priest was admitted to the priesthood, was assessed an admission fee payable only at 
that time (eloxertxdy, a payment for the examination — txég eloxgiaewc), and was declared to 
be liable to the poll-tax ata set (reduced) rate for priests or exempt from it (4sohGoysos). There is 
no evidence that any priests paid the poll-tax at the full rate. 




















8 YCS (1947) 204-5, and Claire Préaux, L’  PTebt II 303 (176-80 A.D.) is submitted by six priests of 
nie royale des Lagides (1939) 380-87, present the Tebtunis who call themselves exempt. In PTebt I! 293 (ca, 187 
evidence for priestly poll-tax in the Ptolemaic period. There A.D.) the temple itself is said to have been exempt. For 














was, itseems, exemption from the tax forall priests, and Gilliam exemptions at Soknopaiou Nesos, see PLond 11 347 (pp. 70-71 
suggests thatthe freedom from the tax may have continuedinto 201 A.D.) and BUT I and 337 (third century A.D.; these are 
the early Roman period. When and why a poll-tax requiremeat parts of the same document), Exemptions were granted also t 
was placed on the priesthood is not known, It may, as we presbyters of the pastophors in the temple of Isis Nanaia at 
suggested above, have been designed as acontrotandlimitation Nabana (PLond Il 345, pp. 113-4 193 A.D.) 




















‘on Egyptian temples. The earliest reference to the priestly 10. See PTebt 11 300 (151 A.D.) and PTebe 11 301 (190 
epikrisis is 103-4 A.D, (SB 9394). This, of course, does not _A.D.), notices of death of exempted priests at Tebtunis, 
mean that this process used to regulate membership and Obviously these notices did not serve to inform the government 
taxation for the Egyptian temples did not exist before that time. that the priests now dead no longer owed taxes; they had been 
There is infact indict evidence that the priestly epikrsis was exempt {rom payment. The notices served rather to indicate that 
used as early as about $0 A.D. the quota of fifty was not filled. Similar death notices have been 

9. For the exemption of the fifty priests at Tebtunis, see found for priests of Soknopaiou Nesos (PLond 1281p. 65-66, 


PTeb¢11 298 (107-8 A.D.) and PTebt 11299 (ea. $0.A.D.). PSI — 66 A.D. and PLond.Il 338, p.68 —170 A.D.), except 
X 1146 (202-3 A.D.) and PTebt 11 292 (189-90 A.D.) make these notices do not specifically identify the priests as exe 
the exempt priests of Tebtunis, and from poll-tax. 
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Chapter VIII 


Gerousia Declarations 


Most of the status declarations pertain to young men and lead to admission at an early age 
into privileged classes in which these youths for the first time enjoy the benefits of their newly 
acquired status. This is especially true of the metropolite, the gymnasium, the ephebic, and the 
priestly declarations. 

Corresponding to these declarations certifying status for young men are two declarations 
leading to the enrollment of men of advanced age in a privileged class at Oxyrhynchus. These two 
documents in which older men make application for membership in the privileged senior citizen 
association or gerousia of Oxyrhynchus are: 








AD. 222 PSI XII 1240 = SB 7989 (age ca. 54) 
226 PRyl IV 599 = SB 8032 (age 68) 

A brief description of each of these documents will help us understand what purpose they served. 

PSI XII 1240 (Oxyrhynchus = 222 A.D.) is an application by a man named Heracles, age 
about fifty-four at the time of application, to be enrolled among a body described as ol 
nOGyELvGpevor 5taxda.0r [yé]oovtes. Along with his application he encloses a list of credentials 
taken from the first census return (173-74 A.D.) in which he was enrolled asa child and then from 
each subsequent nediaxdv éxxotoeas' following a census (187-88, 201-2, and 215-16 A.D.).In 
each of these extracts Heracles is identified as budexddgayyos and &xd yunvaotov 

PRyl IV 599 (Oxyrhynchus = 226 A.D.) is a declaration by Aurelius Claudianus, age 
sixty-eight, that he ought to be enrolled among the members of the gerousia (dpethwy evaryvau 
toig dd to’ yegovaiov) so that he might share in the privileges offered to members of that 
gerousia. As evidence supporting his declarations he offers part of a house-to-house census along 
with an extract from the roll of scrutiny (@ xed.axod émxoioews) of the public archive.” No 
status designation is listed in these very brief extracts, although more complete information may 
have been included in the copies which accompanied the declaration. 











or roll of scrutiny in the Hwsern und Haus besitzern und Bewohnern aufgezeichnet 
public archives is discussed by Ulrich Wilcken, “Urkunden- waren und auch die Verinderungen im Hausbesitz notiert 
Referat,” ArchP 12 (1936) 86-88. The term is used in both wurden.” Claire Préaux astutely observes in her comments on 
‘gerousia declarations, and it appears also in PSIV 450.6%6.(an _PSI-XIL in Ca'E 43 (1947) 149: "Le document montre que 
“EyAmuias of Osythynchus from the second or third century expression & xebiax00 éxixgionos est synonyme de wav 
AD,). Wileken observes (p. 87): “Es scheint nun, dass aut olay dzwroagis” 

Grund der amtlich nachgepriften Eingaben, der éxexgionis im 2. For a discussion of this declaration, see Eric Turner, 
obigen Sinne, Bucher angelegt wurden, in denen in “The Gerousia of Oxyrhynchus,” ArchP 12 (1937) 179-86. 
geographischer Anordnung die Amphoda der Stadt mi ihren 


1, The aediaxdy émxpiocs 























STATUS DECLARATIONS IN ROMAN EGYPT 


The phrase ol &xd tod yegovaiov (PRyl IV 599 — 226 A.D.) sounds every much like a 
status designation analogous to ol &xd yunvaotou Moreover, the body of men to which Heracles 
(PSI XII 1240 — 222 A.D.) wishes to belong is identified as of xgooyewdpevor diaxdov01 
[yéloovtes, another designation suggesting that a status group existed. 

‘The dtaxdo101 indicates further that membership may have been limited to a specific 
number. This limitation might explain why men of widely differing ages (about fifty-four and 
sixty-eight) make application. It could have been impossible at times to gain admission to the class 
at the earliest age possible since the class was at the time of application at maximum membership. 

Before we discuss further the age of admission to the gerousia we should consider the 
evidence offered by another document which may be a gerousia list from Oxyrhynchus. 
PWashUniv iny 134 (from Oxyrhynchus, early third century A.D.) is a list of males who have 
been examined or certified through an epikrisis (or perhaps in two cases by an eiskrisis) conducted 
under the jurisdiction of the prefect of Egypt.’ In column i of the text, ages listed for four of the 
men are: sixty-one, fifty-six, sixty-eight (?), and fifty-seven. No ages are available from column ii, 
since the right side of the text has been lost 

From these ages (assuming that these men were members of the gerousia) together with the 
two from the gerousia declarations it appears that the lowest age for admission to the class was the 
middle fifties. We miight assume from other status classes in which minimum ages for enrollment 
exist that there was in this class also a minimum age. From the lowest ages in the documents 
(about fifty-four, fifty-six, and fifty-seven) we may not be too far wrong in theorizing that 
fifty-five was the minimum age. 

Whether or not there were qualifications besides age for admission to the gerousiais difficult 
to determine from the evidence available. PWashUniv inv 134 (early third century A.D.) column 
i, if to judge from the advanced ages this isa gerousia list, might suggest that the members of the 
gerousia had to possess some status already as privileged members of a Hellenic class. The 
that an epikrisis is mentioned in one entry of column i and may have been part of the other entries* 
conceivably means that the members of the gerousia had in common a status to which they were 
admitted by the epikrisis or in which they were established or certified by an epikrisis. FromPSI 
XII 1240 (222 A.D.) we can infer that the required status was membership in either the 
metropolite class or the gymnasium class, for Heracles’ credentials show that he was a member of 
both groups. PRyITV 599 (226 A.D.) unfortunately does not list any previous status for Aurelius 
Claudianus, although that information may have been included in the copies which he submitted 
as evidence along with his declaration. One might be tempted to conclude from the limited 
number of members in the gerousia that they were supplied by the gymnasium or super elite class 
of Oxyrhynchus 

Itis possible, we should hasten to add, that the indications of epikrisis may have served only 
as means of establishing the declarant’s age to prove that he was eligible for membership in 
thegerousia. The census returns in both gerousia declarations would easily have done that. That 
some purpose, however, other than proving age may have been served by the evidence offered by 
the declarants is suggested by the careful and complete listing of credentials by Heracles (PSIXII 
1240 — 222 A.D.). Although the census return in which he was first enrolled as a child would 






































3. This document will be included in a collection of text and discussion of the d 
‘Washington University papyr to be published soon by Professor 4 





sument, see Appendix I below. 
we assume that the two columns of the document deal 








Verne B. Schuman of Indiana University. 1 am very grateful to 
Professor Schuman for calling the text to my attention and for 
siving me permission to include it in this study. For a complete 


withthe same process, we can theorize that each entry of column 
{spoke of anepikrsis (or eiskrisis) just aseach entry of columaii 
does. 
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have sufficed for establishing his age, Heracles also submitted evidence from the three censuses 
following his first, as if to emphasize the status designations found in each extract — 
dwd|xddoaypos and axd yunvaviov. 

We not know when this gerousia emerged as astatus class, nor do we haveany idea how long 
it continued after 226 A.D., the date of the later declaration. If PWashUniv iny 134 does list 
members of that gerousia we can suggest that the status may have been officially recognized as 
early as about 170 A.D. The date of the document (carly third century A.D.) on the other hand, 
does fall rather close to the dates of the two extant declarations, 

None of the three documents indicates what specific privileges would be enjoyed by 
members of the gerousia. Turner has suggested that they probably enjoyed “privileges such as 
special seats at the games.” It is likely that gerousia status included at least that kind of privilege 
and others like it designed to honor senior citizens or elder statesmen. That the group had any 
active political or social functions cannot be ascertained from available evidence. Indeed, the lack 
of such evidence seems rather to indicate that the group was more honorific than politically active. 
Nonetheless, given the extreme importance of status in Roman Egypt, the honor must have been 
eagerly sought and highly prized by those who were entitled to receive it 








5. ArehP (1937) 185. 
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Conclusions 


To complete this study of status declarations we must now draw some conclusions from our 
ion of the documents. In the first place, all available evidence points to these 
declarations and the examinations for status as exclusively Roman procedures which probably 
were initiated during the reign of Augustus and were part of administrative reorganization by the 
Roman government. Status declarations then continued in use during the second and the third 
centuries A.D. until one or more administrative changes perhaps connected with the Constitutio 
Antoniniana of 212 A.D. made at least the metropolite and perhaps the priestly epikrisis 
unnecessary. Gymnasium declarations continued until late third century, and perhaps ephebic 
eiskrisis as well as catoecic epikrisis did also. No evidence has been found to indicate that status 
declarations were offered later than the third century A.D. 

‘atus declarations, although taking several different forms, had as a general function the 
identification of status and the certification of privileges resulting from such status. In a sense, 
therefore, Lesquier had been right in asserting in 1918 that only one epikrisis had been identified, 
for each of the major types of epikrisis (and eiskrisis also) had the function referred to above. We 
have seen, however, that the function of each type of epikrisis and of eiskrisis can be defined more 
specifically than certification of status. Metropolite declarations led to tax reductions, gymnasium 
ions resulted in membership in an important cultural and political class, 
declarations also provided cultural advantages and possibly granted tax exemptions, epikrisis 
before the prefect appears to have provided certification of residence rights for veterans and of 
inheritance rights for illegitimate childran, ephebic eiskrisis gave Hellenes the opportunity of 
receiving a Hellenic education, priestly epikrisis enrolled new priests and granted tax exemptions, 
and gerousia declarations gave senior citizen status 

Some of these processes were in all likelihood carried out only within the nomes by nome or 
local officials. Declarations of metropolites, of members of the gymnasium class, of xdtovxot, of 
ex-ephebes originally enrolled in the city in which the declaration was to be made for their sons, 
and of priests involved only the Greek and Egyptian residents of the nome and were received and 
handled by officials or agencies of the nome government. Records of these proceedings were kept 
in the local archives. 

Declarations which involved Roman citizens, dealt with privileges best controlled by 
provincial officials, or were offered by Alexandrian citizens residing elsewhere were submitted 
directly to a provincial agency or to the prefect or Egypt, and certificates of epikrisis were issued 
through his office or authorization was given to lower officials to complete the examinations. That 
careful records of these proceedings before the prefect were kept in the central provincial o! 
indicated by the many references in the extracts to page and volume of the tomes in which the 
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examinations before the prefect were recorded. New evidence from Oxyrhynchus' indicates that 
records of some examinations before the prefect were kept also within the nomes. Apparently at 
some time after the examination had been made before the provincial officials and perhaps when 
entrance was desired to another status such as that provided by the gerousia, the declarants filed 
the certificate of their epikrisis with the local record offices in the nomes or cities in which they 
resided or into which they had moved. From the names’ listed in this new epikrisis text and from 
the rather advanced ages of the persons involved,’ it seems likely that the persons who have 
submitted to the epikrisis before the provincial officials were Romans or Roman citizens eligible 
for the gerousia or veterans who had become Roman citizens and had need of certification of their 
rights. This information certifying status was listed on the local records with brief notations 
providing the essential details; identified were the prefect and his representative who conducted 
the examination, the person examined, and his age. Individuals were listed in the order in which 
they submitted their credentials to the local office or were admitted to their new status if they had 
applied for gerousia membership. 

Through status declarations and the records which they provided for nome and provincial 
officials, the Roman government was able to administer and control more efficiently her citizens 
and subjects in Egypt. The fiscal affairs, social status, native religious organizations, and political 
and cultural life of those who resided in Egypt during the first three centuries A.D. were affected 
by and in part regulated by status declarations. That the declarations concerned all these aspects 
of life in Roman Egypt is indication enough of their importance and good reason for us to hope 
that more information about them will come to light 





1. PWashUniv inv 134 (eatly thied century A.D.); See names which are partly Egyptian (@cijoxc, Khavdta “Heas, 
Appendix I Tovhia"Hoaxdovs,louhia"Agwhaxéquov). This would suggest 

2. Allof the males listed have Roman names. Of thexeven that they were probably not Roman citizens by origin 
smothers whoare identified inthe document, four definitely have 3 ble ages are: 61, $6, 57, 69(7), 




















Appendix I 


Epikrisis List 





PWashUniv inv 134 ntury A.D. 





This papyrus has been damaged along the left and right sides and has a large tear in the 
middle of the two columns of text. About three lines in the midst of column i and at least one I 
in column ii have been lost. Column i offers the ends of several lines, and columnii has preserved 
only the beginnings of twenty-six lines. 

Column ii is a list of males who have been examined or certified through an epikrisis or 
eiskrisis conducted under the jurisdiction of the prefect of Egypt. The loss of the right side of the 
column prevents us from restoring the text and determining exactly what form the entries in this 
column had. From the partial lines which survive it is clear that several entries are recorded in the 
column. These entries have been made under the name of a prefect of Egypt with the name in the 
genitive case extending about a centimeter to the left of the lines under it, The genitive perhaps 
depends on a noun such as éxuxotoeis, as in the documents titled &x t6pov émxgiaewy, Most of 
the entries under these headings contained the name of only one individual who was examined by 
or under the auspices of the prefect whose name heads the entry. When more that one person is 
listed under the heading in the genitive, that additional entry has the individual's name in the 
nominative and extends to the left the same distance as the name of the prefect 

After the heading in the genitive, the entry seems regularly to begin with the name (in the 
nominative) of the person involved in the process recorded. This name, to judge from lines 3, 7. 
14, and 17 of column i and lines 23, 38, and 42 of column ii, is followed by information which 
identifies the individual. Probably his father’s name, his mother’s name, and his age are listed 

Next there is a statement attesting to his examination. Beginning with the participle 
SyA(wOeis), the entry continued with either the infinitive éxe(exotoBar) or el(oxexoloda) 
followed by a prepositional phrase introduced by ‘xd noting the official by whom the 
examination was made or authorized. This official, who is not named here, is identified as the 
prefect whose name headed the entry (tod aibrod iyeudvos). In lines 29, 36, and 44, another 
prepesitional phrase follows (the preposition is 6ié) which probably identifies the official who 
actually performed the examination for the prefect. Reference is made in lines 25, 34 and 40 to 
military tribunes, and it may have been these officials who were designated in the phrases 
introduced by 51& where official titles are lost in the ends of the lines, 

In column ii, the males whose names are recorded are said to have been certified either 
through an éxixguos (éixexoioat) or through an etoxoioic (eloxexoiobat), but none of them 
has been involved in both of these processes. That the prefect of Egypt is mentioned throughout 
this column by title or by name indicates that this éx{xguaic could have been the one conducted by 
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the prefect or his deputy and recorded in the documents titled é t6wou émmoicewy (supra, 
Chapter V). Those who were examined by this process were Roman citizens residing in Egypt and 
veterans who on discharge were granted Roman citizenship and residence rights in Egypt, In 
column i which also contained entries of this same type, the ages of those recorded in lines 3 (a 
61), 7 (age 56), 14 (age 682), and 17 (age 57) suggest that the individuals were veterans or other 
older citizens and not young men registering for poll-tax or gymnasium privileges. It is possible 
that these men who had been registered through the epikrisis were new residents of Oxyrhynchus 
and offered their credentials to establish their status as Roman citizens (see SB 7362, in which a 
veteran seeks proper credentials before he takes up residence in the Arsinoite nome). 

Another possible explanation of this document and the men of advanced ages included in it 
is that it presents a gerousia list. Evidence has been found for the existence of a gerousia at 
Oxyrhynchus for men aged about fifty-four and sixty-eight.’ The ages in this list in column i fall 
into that same range and suggest strongly that these men also belonged to the gerousia. This 
senior citizen status at Oxyrhynchus seems to have been open to a limited number of men aged 
about fifty-five and over. The list in this document spanning nearly fifty years (161-205 A.D.) 
may then be the record of those periodically admitted to that status. 

Two of the males listed in column ii apparently have submitted to the procedure known as 
the eloxouois (Lines 29 and 44). The term eloxgive appears often in documents concerning 
entrance to or membership among the ranks of the ephebes.” A.S. Hunt in discussing POxy IX 
1202 shows that a young boy who had become a member of the gymnasium class through an 
epikrisis became an ephebe by the process called eiskrisis. Both Hunt and Wilcken* stated that 
this eiskrisis probably was performed under the auspices of the prefect of Egypt. As proof they 
pointed to a reading which has been restored in PFlor 1 $7.73 (elo[xgio]jitvov tnd N. 10d 
Aayatgoréetov HyeSvos). PWashUniv inv 134 seems to support their assertions that the eiskrisis 
was carried out at least in some cases under the prefect’s jurisdiction.’ 

The enties in column ii which can be dated are not arranged chronologically according to the 
terms of office of the prefects. The order appears rather to have simply sequential, i.e 
credentials were recorded in Oxyrhynchus when the subjects offered them to the local officials, 
not when the epikrisis or eiskrisis was conducted. The list in all likelihood is part of an official 
archive of Oxyrhynchus and specifically records examinations which were administered only by 
provincial officials. 

Because only the ends of a few lines survive, column iis more difficult to interpret. Itappears 
like column ii to be a list of individuals who have been involved in epikrisis proceedings. 
Unfortunately, the names of these individuals have been lost in the beginnings of the lines. 
Perhaps the names of the officials under whom the entries have been made were once also listed 
From the information which survives, it is clear that at least four entries have been made in the 
column, for the ages in lines 3, 7, 14, and 17 indicate that different individuals are dealt with in 
these places 

Some dates can be established for the entries in this column. Line 1, which seems to be a 
general heading for the column, lists the name of Verus and probably that also of Marcus 
Aurelius. The Calvisius of line 10 is without doubt the prefect of 170-75 A.D. Certain too is the 
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1. Above, Chapter VIIL See especially Eric Turner, “The 3. See SB 8267; POxyIV 477; POxy IX 1202; PFlor157: 
Gerousia of Oxyrhynchus,” ArchP 12 (1937) 179-86. PRyl 11 101; and Chapter VI above 

2. Apparently, because the abbreviation here could 4. Grundatige 142. 
present either eilorexplotai) or éx(vxznoloban). See the 5._ Not all eiskrsis proceedings required his participation, 
note on line 29 below See Chapter VI above 
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identification of Lucceius Ofellianus, lines 16 and 18, who was epistrategus of the Heptanomia in 
167 A.D. 

Itis in the infinitive é]tx(exo{otat) of line 10 that we discover the nature of the entries in 
this column. That the infinitive is followed by the name of the prefect shows that this column 
contained epikrisis records similar to those of column ii and probably served the same purpose. 

The advanced ages in this column indicate that the purpose probably was not fiscal, but perhaps as 
we suggested above involved citizenship or residence rights or entrance to the privileged gerousia 
class, 

We should note also in these entries the appearance of the epistrategus as an agent in the 
dings. The title occurs in lines 4, 11, and 16 and probably followed the name inline 18 (we 
Suggest that the name and/or title of an epistratagus appeared also in columnii in lines 21 and 30, 
and that in lines 8-9, the deputy epistrategus took his place), His function is defined in lines 16 and 
18 with the infinitive elxo(vio8a:), This verb is used in other documents to describe the 
epistrategus’ role in certifying that examinations authorized by the provincial officials have been 
completed and in providing for the enrollment of the person examined on a list in the loc: 
office.’ The function of the epistrategus in this text was to certify that the individuals who came 
under his jurisdiction had been properly examined and their credentials were in order. He then 
authorized officials at Oxyrhynchus to accept credentials and enter the names so that these men 
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record 














could acquire the status or right to be provided for those listed in this document 
Column i 
(Exovs) () ’Avtwviv Jou xal Oi¥jgov xat 
adowv tay xvgi«y | 
6 deiva —nt(Qds) ]. @arjoros (er@v) Ea 
elzo(viodat) id J-rov Emotga(niyou) 
5 1ax(?) J..ytow Kasuevtos 
] 
6 deiva ] wnt(eds) Agteuid(dgas) (érdv) vs 


5 hadexo(uévov) xai thy 
} 
10 SyA(wieic) ex Jex(exolodar) dnd Kahoviiov 
Eranavod Hye(udvos) xai eixo(vicdar) tnd Kaz }rwi(ivou) xal émorga(niyou) 
d14(?) “Tovovéveov Ovéde Jytos éxéQxou - 
ordhov Lefaotod "AdeEavdoivou] 
6 deiva —ynt(Qds) "I JovA((as) Zagam(ddos) (étav) EO 
15 lvyog. [ 
space of about 7 centimeters 
e]ixo(viodat) bd Aovxxtoy "Ogeddi(avod) 
éxtorga(Tyyou) 
15() unjr(ods) KA(avdiac) "Hoaros 
(&xay) vo 
SnA(wPeic) Exx(exolodar) ind Jydov xal etxo(viotat) xd "OpErAKay)od 
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Column ii 


Phaviov Mefgwyocl 5 deiva 
20 dy A(anteic) exoiofat) bxd (od) a(dtod) Hifye(usv 
xat etxo(vioda) ixd Tooylyviow 
Mauxiov Aaitov Aofixtos . . . . unt(eds) 
Teotias ‘Avtwrvi 
Aowyxwos Otadgovs Tagl buee 
25 Magxiov xéox{ov 
Ovnevacioy Daxot[vsov 6 Seiva 
xai Aovy{voc}.[.].{ 
Ao}ixtos "Aviegti9g "Tatdugfos 
dud(wdeis) el(oxexpiodar) Vxd x(o¥) a(dtod) Fye(ySvos) diet [Seivos 
30 Ortjgov xai elxo(viadar) ixd _[detvos 
Moxos “Avviog Atoviawos [ 
dnA(wieic) emx(exoiobar) xd r(od) a(dr)ot 
P]étog "ova(tos) Otmoreivos [ die 
Tihwretvou x\(uéozou) he[yuavos 
35 Mégxou Avo(n)A((ov) Odnouévou Tip(éov0s) Kiavidi 
SmA(erBels) ec a(8tod) H}ye(uévos! 
Teniov Anuntoiov Méoxos "lovh(v0s).[ 
t(tQ05) “Toviias “Hoaxhottos tH xai [ 
“Aupo(v) xai dded(pdc). [... dud "ARiov 
© WA(ueQyou) heyGyos B [Tomavas  “loxvods 
Mavtevviov Zafeivfou 6 deiva 
tyt(ds) “Tova(iac) ‘AoxAaragion [ 
Overoveiov Maxoeivov [6 deive 
dSn(udeis) ei(oxexoiodar) bad x(0d) a(dtod) Hye(WGvos) de Aol 








dté Seivos 


























) ive ( pévos) [diet detvos 












) Tapletvos 
diet Moovfov ov. 








(exoiada) [bxd ror 











40 








1-2. Marcus Aurelius and Verus = 161-69 A.D. 





long with lines 7, 14, and 17 seems to 


3. unt(Qds): restored from lines 7 and 17. This link 
nined. Lines 10 and 16 may also have 


have listed at the beginning the name of the person exa 
orded the names of those examined. 









4. elxo(viobar); restored from lines 16 and 18. The letters tow preceding ématoa(nijyou) 
ther the article or part of this official's name. See lines 11 and 16. If the epistrategus’ 
name appeared here, it may have been Owyj5t0s bavotos whose term of office fell during the 
reign of Marcus Aurelius and Verus. See Vandoni, Gli Epistrategi 30. The text of line 16 where 
the epistrategus’ name occurs with the abbreviation found in this line is the basis for the reading 


may be 








ématga(riyou). 


‘Clemens like Juvencus Valens (lines 12 and 13) may have held some office and may have 
is in the process recorded in this column 





the epistrateg 


8-9. Restored from BGU I 168, 23. Because the other entries in this column mention an 
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epistrategus, itis likely that the tiy was followed in line 9 by Extoroarnyiay See POxy IX 1202, 


1 
nd 36, where the same 
Stein, 





10. Restored from POxy VII 1023, 4-6. See also lines 20, 32, 
restoration has been made. C. Calvisius Statianus was prefect of Egypt 170-75 A.D. Ss 


Praefekten 95-96 and Reinmuth, BASP 99. 





11. The prefect’s name may have been followed by his title. The epistrategus Capitolinus 
(169-73 A.D.; see Vandoni 31-32) best fits the space and letters in this line and falls in the proper 


time period. 
POxyX11 1451, 





12-13. For Juvencus Valens, prefect of the Imperial Alexandrine Fleet, 
1 and 16. 


If, A break in the papyrus has resulted in the loss of about three lines in this column. A 


blank space about five lines long follows the break. 





an epistrategus of the Heptanomia (from 





16, Lucceius Ofellianus is identified 
166-168/69 A.D.; see Vandoni 31). 
His name appears also in line 18. Line 16 has th 
why the offical’s name appears two lines later without praenomen 


appearance of a heading. If so, this would explain 
and title. 





19, Flavius Piso is the prefect of Egypt 181 A.D, whois identified by Stein 99 and Reinmuth 
BASP 101 as Flavius [C]ris{[pus] on the basis of a difficult reading of BGUI 12. 13= WChrest 
389. Wilcken had also suggested [P] ris{cus], but dismissed that as less likely. From our text we can 
how correct BGUI 12, Stein, and Reinmuth. This Flavius Piso was a prefect of Egypt, for several 
lines in this column begin like line 19 with the names (in the genitive case) of prefects. All of these 
lines (19, 22, 26, 35, 37, 41, and 43) along with five lines beginning with names in the nominative 
case (24, 28, 31, 33, and 39) extend about a centimeter further to the left than the remaining lines 
of the column. These prefects’ names in the genitive appear to be headings for the information 
following them. From lines 35 and 39 we can infer that the genitive is normally followed by the 
name (in the nominative) of the person whose record is included in the column. Those lines 
beginning with names in the nominative are perhaps additional entries under the prefect's name 
which begins the section. For Flavius Piso see C. The Prefecture of Flavius Piso," 
Ca'E 45 (1970) 379-80 



























20. dyA(wPeic) éux(exg(oHax): restored from POxy VII 1023, 4-6. The abbreviations va( ) 


nye()) appear also in lines 29, 32, 36, and 44. Although no sign of abbreviation follows the tau, the 
‘solution of the abbreviations is x(o0) a(itow) frye(6vos). The prefect’s name is not given 
t is listed as the heading for the entry 





best r 
here because 








21, From column i, 16 and 18, we would expect to have an epistrategus listed here. There is, 
however, no evidence yet for an epistrategus of this period named Trunnius. The epistrategus 
listed by Vandoni 33 for 180-82 A.D. is Tiberius Claudius Xenophon. This may suggest that the 
prefecture of Flavius Piso extended back beyond 181 A.D. to sometime between 178 and 180 
‘A.D. The prefect immediately preceding Piso according to Reinmuth BASP 100-1 is T. Aius 
Sanctus whose prefecture may have lasted as late as early 180, but perhaps ended as early as 178 
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A.D. No epistrategi are listed by Vandoni for the period 177-80 A.D. Possibly Trunnius was in 
office toward the end of that period when Flavius Piso had taken office as prefect. 


22. Q. Maecius Laetus, prefect of Egypt 200-3 A.D. See Stein 110-11 and Reinmuth BASP 
106, 


25. Military tribunes (see also lines 34 and 40) frequently conducted examinations under 
the jurisdiction of the prefect of Egypt. See BGUI 113, 11 (= WChrest 458); BGUI 265, 13 
(=WChrest 459); SB 5217, 4-5; SB 7362, 2-3; PSI V 447, 13-14; and BGU III 847, 4 
(=WChrest 460). 





26, Vernasius Facundus was a prefect of Egypt like the others whose names are listed in this 
column as headings. Neither Stein nor Reinmuth lists him as a prefect, but there are several 
periods of time in this era for which we do not have the prefect’s name, Vernasius Facundus was 
‘one of these. We can suggest some possibilities for the date of Facundus' prefecture. Atleast two 
other texts offer Facundus’ name and in one of them he has the title dioiketes(POxy VII 1032. 
162 A.D. ). The year in which he held this office was 161 A.D. The other document (BGU III 
786) does not provide a date for his term of offic metime after 161 A.D Vernasius Facundus 
was elevated to the prefecture. If we assume that his age in 161 A.D. was about thirty and that he 
lived to around fifty or sixty, the latest date for his prefecture would be about 180-90 A.D. It is 
possible that he held the prefecture shortly after his term as dioiketes. Among the dates vacant in 
Reinmuth’s list are 163-64, 167-68, 169-70, 175-76, 177-78, 178-81 (?), and 188-89. 
prefecture of Vernasius Facundus, I am convinced, fell into one of those periods. 

















271. A break in the papyrus has resulted in the loss of at least one line of text. 


29. The abbreviation ex( ) could perhaps be read also as ex( ). John Rea and Revel Coles 
both examined the photograph and suggested that the epsilon here in line 44 was followed by a pi 
extended below the line to indicate abbreviation. The other abbreviated forms have exvx( ), 
although this does not necessarily rule out another abbreviation for the same word in this text. I 
prefer to read el(axexototat), although I cannot rule out éx(ixexoloBat), 











n 102 and Reinmuth 
IV 735 (205 A.D.). 


35, Marcus Aurelius Verianus, prefect of Egypt 188 A.D. See St 
BASP 102, A Claudius Sabinus is mentioned as an infantryman in POs 





37. Timeius Demetrius, prefect of Egypt 189-90 A.D. See Stein 103-4 and Reinmuth 


BASP 102-4. 





40. Perhaps the tribune Allius Hermolaus who conducted the examination for prefect T. 
Longaeus Rufus recorded in SB 7362, 2-3 (188 A.D) 


41. L. Mantennius Sabinus, prefect of Egypt 193-94 A.D. See Stein 105-6 and Reinmuth 
BASP 105. 


43. D. Veturius Macrinus, prefect of Egypt 181-83 A.D. See Stein 99-100 and Reinmuth 


BASP 101 
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Declarants and Candidates for Epikris 


I, of dat jteodhews 
A, Arsinoe 


Declarants 
Axovoeigioy [....]uov — PBrux inv E 8017 (90-91 A.D.) 
Aigiiuos Etinogos Avovrd — BGU XI 2086 (235 A.D.) 
Aidvpos "Hows — PGrenf 11 49 (141 A.D.) 
Evdausovig Mroktuaiou — PGen 18 (187 A.D.) 
Eddaipov “Howv Zovyc — PTeb I 320 (181 A.D.) 
Hwy Yovylewws — PGen 19 (148 A.D.) 

How Zagl...] — PRyl I 104 (167 A.D.) 

aids “lovdigov — BGU 1 109 (121 A.D.) 
QayBaguov "Howvos — PGen 19 (148 A.D.) 

ccenir “oryévou — BGU 1 324 (166-67 A.D.) 

Torts Atodéoou — PGrenf Il 49 (141 A.D.) 

“Lowdsinga [...] "Hi PHaw 401 (161-69 A.D.) 
Mago Magovwg — PGen 18 (187 A.D.) 

Mio Moov — BGU I 109 (121 A.D.) 

Hakayijdng — PRyl II 280 (152-53 A.D.) 

Hoag — PBrux inv E 8017 (90-91 A.D.) 

Yagamés Eovyii — PTeb I 320 (181 A.D.) 

Qoiwy HoaxAcidov — PRyl I 103 (134 A.D.) 











Candidates 
Avoupas Avdijiov — PGrenf II 49 (141 A.D.) 
Adgiiwos Exo. Avonlov Evixégou — BGU XI 2086 (235 A.D.) 
Baxyshog (slave) — BGU I 324 (166-67 A.D.) 

Auévuos — PHaw 401 (161-69 A.D.) 

Eu PBrux inv E 8017 (90-91 A.D.) 

Hoaxheidns ‘Hoaxdeiou — PRyl Il 103 (134 A.D.) 

Haxhetdn¢ Zag |...] — PRyl I 104 (167 A.D.) 

Howv Mokguovos — PBrux inv E 8017 (90-91 A.D.) 

*Howv Etdaiuovos “Howwos — PTeb I 320 (181 A.D.) 

Foidueos “Howvos — PGen 19 (148 A.D.) 
Titoheuaiios Mico — BGU I 109 (121 A.D.) 

















is and Eiskrisis 
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Zapanioy M — PGen 18 (187 A.D.) 
Zagartey Madaydow — PRyl I 280 (1 
Xihiagyos (slave) — BGU I 324 (166-67 A.D.) 








AD) 


B, Hermopolis 


Declarants 
Begeig [hovrdtos — SB 7440a (132 A.D.) 

alos 6 xai Madame "Avovfiianos tod xal Athovoiuvos — SB 7440a (132 A.D.) 
quodiis — SB 7440b (132 A.D.) 












Candidates 
“Auudiwwos — SB 7440b (132 A.D.) 


“Equoyévns "Equator tod xai Maikitov — SB 7440a (132 A.D.) 





C. Oxyrhynchus 





‘Azoh{iivios] — POxy IV 714 (122 A.D.) 

‘Arohhiviog Evruxidov tod xai ‘Qoivvos — WChrest 217 (172-73 A.D.) 

Aiiorjtog Zagan|...] — POxy X 1306 (214-15(?) A.D.) 

Awsdwoog Mrovriuwos — POxy XII 1452, col I (127-28 A.D.) 

Atovvooiss (freedwoman) — POxy III 478 (132 A.D.) 

Ehévy i nati 'Adyvais Evruzibou tod xai ‘Qolwvos — WChrest 217 (172-73 A.D.) 

Eppinxoc 6 xai ‘Agroxgatian ‘Qoiwvos — POxy VII 1109 (160-61 A.D.) 

Hoal | = POxy X 1306 (214-15 (?) A.D.) 

oxo¢ Adoiiitos [....] Ebdaipovos [tod] xai [MiA0?]oagéedos — PErl 31 (after 212 A.D.) 

Magxos Avoiiuos 'Aquudvios Zeoivos 6 xai Zagaziov Movrievos — PBrux inv E 7910 (after 212 
A.D. 

omar Zéttog — POxy VII 1028 (86 A.D.) 

— POxy XII 1452, col I (127-28 A.D.) 

Taogaeits @oxeyriytos — POxy VII 1028 (86 A.D.) 

Tavtdors @otivios — PWisc I 17 (106 A.D.) 

Tveqegooic MThovtiewos — POxy XII 1452, col I (127-28 A.D.) 

sbady Tr6khtdos — POxy Il 478 (132 A.D.) 

w Laganiwvos — PSI VII 732 (153-54 A.D.) 




















Lapariov Movriovos 














Candidates 
Méhag (slave) — PSI XII 1230 (203 A.D.) 

Trokeuaiog 'Eonixxow tot zai 'Agxoxoartwvos — POxy VIII 1109 (160-61 A.D.) 
Trdg dw POxy III 478 (132 A.D.) 

Wy (slave) — WChrest 217 (172-73 A.D.) 
paniwv Baganivwos — POxy XI 1452, col I (12 
Xaugruov ‘Ovvii@ovoc — POxy VII 1028 (86 A.D.) 
Waiig (slave) — PST VII 732 (153-54 A.D.) 














28 A.D.) 
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IL. of & 100 yupvactov 
A. Hermopolis 


Declarants 
*Agréuwy 6 xal “Ayotaas "Aoxdysuddov — PAmh II 75 (161-68 A.D.) 
Begevs Mhovrditos — SB 7440a (132 A.D.) 

Anuntota } xai Teoeds "Equaioy — PAmh Il 75 (161-68 A.D.) 
“Equaios 6 xai Maddms “AvovBiwvos — SB 7440a (132 A.D.) 











Candidates 
"Agténwy "Agréuwvos 100 % 
Equoyévng “Equatov tod xai Madirov — 





aa — PAmh II 75 (161-68 A.D.) 
SB 7440a (132 A.D.) 








B. Oxyrhynchus 


Declarants 

*Agelat ... t1x0U — PSI VII 731 (end of first century A.D.) 

Bnoagtwv — PSI V 457 (276 A.D.) 

Awyévns @eoyévous — POxy I 257 (94-95 A.D.) 

Awdwgog Movtiwvos — POxy XII 1452, col I (127-28 A.D.) 

Zayas "Hodtos — PSI VII 731 (end of first century A.D.) 

Sequovidoy Mhovtiwvos — POxy X 1266 (98 A.D.) 

"louddoa Mrokewatow — POxy II 257 (94-95 A.D.) 

Evdaiovos — PSI V 457 (276 A.D.) 

Lagaztwv Mhovelavos — POxy XII 1452, col I (127-28 A.D.) 

‘Tve@pégois Movrovos — POxy XII 1452, col II (127-28 A.D.) 

Waupis Avowwatov tod xai "Auottos — POxy X 1266 (98 A.D.) 
(aos "Equéipthos Evdaijovos — PSI V 457 (276 A.D.) 























AD.) 
nviitos — PSI VII 731 (end of first century A.D.) 
@royévns Atoyévous — POxy II 257 (94-95 A.D.) 

Magxos Adgiiatos @idtos Baoagtawoc — PSI V 457 (276 A.D.) 
Thovriov Wéyyuos — POxy X 1266 (98 A.D.) 

Laganiwy Zagaxiwvos — POxy XII 1452, col Il (127-28 A.D.) 





Zn 














III, ol xérorxoi — Arsinoe 


Declarants 
*Agoevin "Apoodio(ov — PErl 22 (160-61 A.D.) 

Biwy Béxyov tod xai Blwvos — PEr! 11 (160-61 A.D.) 
Atovvaduwov Atovvatov — PFay 27 (175 A.D.) 
Awoéig Ttokewatow — BGU Il 971 (195-96 A.D.) 
@equovhov — PFay 319, col I (ca. 128 A.D.) 
Laganias “Agnoxgariavos — PFay 27 (175 A.D.) 
Tapiada Apgodiiov — BGU III 971 (19: 
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Candida 
“Aundrwos Awodt — BGU IIT 971 (195-96 A.D.) 
“Anohdtvaguos Awga — BGU III 971 (195-96 A.D.) 
Alduios Biewos — PErl 22 (160-61 A.D.) 
Neweouavis 6 xat “Agnoxoarioy éxvxexdmuen 
Eouxdpjow — PFay 319, col I (ca. 128 A.D.) 








Auéoxogos Atovvadnuuwos — PFay 27 (175 A.D.) 


IV. Extracts & tpov éxxgioewv 


Applicants 

Téuos Metgdavos Ma{Ejoc] — PHamb 31a (126-33 A.D.) 
E[.....]ua Toovyvia — POxy XII 1451 (175 A.D.) 

“Tovhia Moewitha — SB 5217 (148 A.D.) 

Yovkia Zagauts — BGU IV 1032 (after 173 A.D.) 

Aotinios Kadxovov na — PSI V 447 (167 A.D.) 
Aowxwos Koovijhtos "Avtic Hoae(5ou — PHamb 31 (103 A.D.) 
Md&itog — BGU Ill 847 = WChrest 460 (182-83 A.D.) 
Méguos Alyihtog — BGU IV 1033 (113-17 A.D.) 

Mégxoc "Avuivios Méotng — SB 9228 (after 160 A.D.) 
Odahtovog Khijuins — $B 7362 (188 A.D.) 

Yarogvethos — BGU Ill 780 (158-59 A.D.) 

Tewrodwvog MaEywos — BGU 1 265 = WChrest 459 (148 A.D.) 




















ov Aovxiov Kogvnpiou "Avid — PHamb 31 (103 A.D.) 

10g Atoyévng Exovoiov — SB 5217 (148 A.D.) 

azhetdng Aovxiov Kogvysiov “Avra — PHamb 31 (103 A.D.) 

Tovdic loawotig Exovgiow — SB 5217 (148 A.D.) 

lov. Exovgiov — BGU IV 1032 (after 173 A.D.) 

Koetoneiva Aovaiov Kogvapiou ‘Avra — PHamb 31 (103 A.D.) 

Aowx.o: wavde Aoviiov Kahxovoviov Zevéxas — PSI V 447 (167 A.D.) 
Aovxt0s Zegijvos Aowxiov Kalxovgviov Zevéxas — PSI V 447 (167 A.D.) 
Aowxtog Tootwwios Aovxdhuavde Exovgiov — POxy XII 1451 (175 A.D.) 

Magxos Ovadéou ‘Aunuravoc Mégzou’Avtuviov Méato9os— SB9228 (after 160 A.D.) 
Tgovwia Méguetha Exovgiov — POxy XII 1451 (175 A.D.) 























Slaves 
*Ayathieoos, slave of Méoxos Aiwiwos — BGU IV 1033 (113-17 A.D.) 
"Exayatios, slave of Aovxos Kadxovgnios Zevéxa — PSI'V 447 (167 A.D.) 
Enérycroc, slave of Magxo BGU IV 1033 (113-17 A.D.) 

1 410s Kahxovgwos Zeofivos — PSI V 447 (167 A.D.) 














fis Tequaviss, slave of Aor 
podovvos, slave of El... Toovwvia — POxy XII 1451 (175 A.D.) 
slave of Aotixiog Kakxovgvios Zevéxa — PSI V 447 (167 A.D.) 
Thhotragyos, slave of E[.....]ua Tgouvvia — POxy XII 1451 (175 A.D.) 
JoAfu}tog, slave of El.....Jut Toouwvia — POxy XII 1451 (175 A.D.) 









Others 
*Avtuvia Koloxov, wife of Atos Kogvijiios "Avrdic — PHamb 31 (103 A.D.) 
Téuos "Towiatos "Axohwveiguos, igus of Tovkia Zagamas — BGU IV 1032 (after 173 A.D.) 
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Téuos “Towhtos Atoyévng, patron of "lovkia Mgewitha — SB 5217 (148 A.D.) 
Tévos Zepstodrmos "AxchAG, xiigtos of "Tovkia Tgewthha — SB 5217 (148 A.D.) 


V. Ephebes 
A. Hermopolis 


Declarants 
“Avoupiuv Atooxdgov — PRyl I 101 (63 A.D.) 
“Avayévn ‘Qolwvos — PRyl Il 101 (63 A.D.) 
"Eqwatos ‘Qoiwvos — PFlor 1 79 (60 A.D.) 
Evdaiovis Movroyévous — PFlor 1 79 (60 A.D.) 





Candidates 
Awooxdo0s "AvovBiwvos — PRyl II 101 (63 A.D.) 
Evdainuv Eguaiov — PFlor 1 79 (60 A.D.) 


B, Oxyrhynchus 


Declarants 
‘Audios @fwvos — POxy III 477 (132-33 A.D.) 

Adgijatos Hroheuatiog Zeungdvios Aovaiov — POxy IX 1202 (217 A.D.) 
CavBaquoy Ofwvos (deceased) — POxy Ill 477 (132-33 A.D.) 








Candidates 
Adgijatos Hohuberrens AdgAlou Mrokeuaiov Zeuxganiov — POxy IX 1202 (217 A.D.) 
Netdupav "Aypoviov — POxy Il 477 (132-33 A.D.) 


C. Origin uncertain (see Chapter V, note 3) 


Declarants 
Aibyos ‘Tégaxos — PSI XII 1225 (156-57 A.D.) 

@twv Oéwvos (deceased) — SB 7333 (186-87 A.D.) 
“ToiSwga ‘Anohhwviov — SB 7333 (186-87 A.D.) 
TMihovragois ‘Agroxgatiavos — PSI XII 1225 (156-57 A.D.) 





Candidates 
AiSvuos @éwvos — SB 7333 (186-87 A.D.) 
Mrvodagas 6 xaai “Iegaz Avdipou — PSI XII 1225 (156-57 A.D.) 





VI. Gerousia (Oxyrhynchus) 


Declarants and applicants 
Adgfihtos Khavdiavos — PRyl IV $99 (226 A.D.) 
"Hoaxdiig — PSI XII 1240 (222 A.D.) 
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Appendix III 


Epikrisis Texts 





The texts offered here serve to illustrate the form found in three of the major types of status 
declaration. Their inclusion in this study is not meant to suggest that these documents come closest to being 
paradigms for the forms they represent. These declarations have been chosen rather because they are 
reasonably complete and do include most of the important sections to be found in status declarations of 
their types. I have reprinted the documents to enable the reader to see conveniently a complete text along 
with the rather disjointed description of the parts of the declarations above. 








Epikrisis: of xd ytgoxbhews BGU 1 324 = WChrest 219 


y 





Loriveo 1H xal "Eowt xat “AheEGvd9e .dqneove yevun(vaoragynxdot) *9d¢ TH 
inrx(Qioet), tO dé "AReEavdoW TH xal Tougepo(v.) apyd(im) dv éxete(dxov) tov *x0ds 
unteds Peiou Kéorogos tod Zagantw(vos) dxodedryu(Evou) yun(vaodgyou) ‘nage Peavods 
Tiig ‘Qoryévous tod Arooxdgov jntods(c) *[['OUOAOYEE "A........ "Annavion xd] ‘Taaurion 
axx{d] tig unTOOMdheWs avayoaponéyns "é” dups[SJov Atvpetwy wera xvglov Moheotwvos 
rod xal ‘Saganoxavixov(h) Moheoiwvos. Aowhwv nov Baxxihov "x{al] XUud{e]xov 
ngoofdvtuw tod uev Baxydhov “els (tecoagecxaidexaereic), vod dé Xerhuigyou els 
(xovoaidexaeteic) 1 eveotarr U(Ere:) 'Avtwvivov xai Oivjgou tv xvelwv ZeBaotay 
Sqpevddvev é[rudordivar xaré te nehevodévta “inéraké (Jou va Sixaua. “Axeyoayduny 
ody tats xarér “xatg[Ov xa]e olxiay xoyoacpais to te © (Ere) xai xy (Eret) *[Oeov AifAiov 
*Avwivelvov éxi tod xooxemévon “[apddou] Awupeiov, cvvaxoygawapévn tf] ToD xy 
(Exous) “axoyoagy xai todc éxxgervouévou MBécxguhoy xal UrGQxov, ovvnaee- 
Déunv d& xai dv “riyeagov emxologus EréQov Nov dothov Odddov “[é]nixgLdévtos tH B 
(Ee) "Avtwv((vou) xai Odfjoou tv xvgIaV TeBacrav. 


1 xa Zo 


























Epikrisis: of ¢% tod yonvaciov POxy IL 257 = WChrest 147 


'fragée Atoyévous 108] OeoyféP vous untods MxfoPendc.....].Aef...] aa "OEvetyxwv x6he05] 
Gup[S5((ov)] “HoaAlé}ous Téxov. Kari ta xehevotévia xe‘ol Euxgioewc wav 
mooaPatvovtwy Seig tods Gd youvacion Sgro dv vid[v] “Hou Oeoyévny uNtods "Torddgas 
Tir[o}*.enaiou yeyovévar vy (Em) els 1 evelotdc]’ 1 (Exoc) Adtoxodtogos Kaioagos 
Aopwtua[voo] "Eefacrod Fequavinod éxi tod abrod duqdd[ou], "Sev nagayevouevoc 79d 
Ty tovrov éx{{]"xouow SyAd xfa}ra thy yevouévay 1 e [(Ere1)] “eo0 Oveoraovavod 6xd 
Yourwoiov Zdrfov} “oroamyjoaveos zai A[.]-etoov yevoutvfou] “Pacw(x0d) yoa(u- 
warées) xai dv [&pralv] xccbrixer exixovoily] “Euxexoiobat [tJov xatéga you Avoyévny 
10d Didioxov untod EevBodv|uoc] !"AxUAGWwE Exi TOV cxbtod yupddou, xa” 
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[fs] "emiiveynev dzxodetsets dos 6 nacho [ad }"'08 Oxoyévins O[ePMloxov virds yurvaardex{ov] 
ody ey TY tod 2S (Etovs) Beov Kaioagos yoagm tay & rod yuluvaloiov éxi 
“Ayan podég® yoy, éué dé [Ev dverxotrors terdyeBau “ra wh Evdmn[eTv), Thy dé ynréoa How 
*[II}roheuerv yey{a}ulijobat to zJarrot wou 79d 2C (Erouc) Néowvos, fiv xal [a]neyedapato Th 
xe" otxiay éxoyoagie tod Eis m (Erous) oboay Mex ards PXaxov td PuLoxov 
yeronva}ovagyindtos Thy airy rok, Thy d& Mxal od viod unfréca] "ovdd[oav 
evant !oBar wor tar € (Eret) Néowvos, jis [tov xaté] "pa Tleokenai<o>v’Aufuorvion | Aal.] 
Séxuxenoi[o}far duotws wo ail (Eret) ay969(ov)] “x00 avreov "HoaxAéovs Toxo, x{a)" dc} 
Sémijveyney dmodeiEers dis 6 [xaTje ab]*tov “Aujdvios Troheuatov xf...) * rev airo 1 
(Etous) Heod Katoagos [yoayi) éx’] *aupddov tod acitod. Kai duv[vw] “Avtoxodtopa 
Kaioaga Aowi{tiavoy] *Zepaotoy equavinds shalt exci Taube y Gsortrry mal 
zou yh doer wnd]e OASPANTOLV.....] [unde ddAotOL]p xexonoHat[......] “[...7| Evoxos et yy 7 
Bonp [oo] [17 letters] ovof,.....] [14 letters] . gx MV...) [2 H. 12 letters Ajtoyévous 
Ex[dédurnca] *[xal Sudpoxa tov] Sgxov. [ 














Epikrisis: Extracts & rpov éxvxg(oewy SB 9228 


Aavelygagoy. *[E]x tov émxotaeas Tixov ovoto[y Oducrogetvov yevonévou] “hyensvo 
[od] xooyoaqy). of dxorerafypévor odergavol oteatevospevor] “[é]v ethaus xai aretgais 
éutvzovees [rig ‘Pomatoy xohtrelas xai éu-}'[ya]welas mods yuvatxas fc tor’ elxov {v}t 
aafdrois } xoAttela 26Hn ¥ el teves] “[A}yapior Hoay, nods Gis dev perokd ceya[ yoo, tod wéxor 
wits Exaoroc, dpotwc] “[d}& zai "Popaior xai GmrehedPegor xai [Sodh0r xai Etegor 
xageyévovto} nods éxixgeraty Tixov Dovgiov Odrx{toge(vou fyenévos Alyixtov]’ [ci]xd 
Meyeig xd bars Dapevird xe [tov éveordrtoc xy (Erous)]!” Avbtoxedtogos Kaioagos Titov ATAov 
*A[douavod "Avtavelvov ZeBaotod)" Evorpois. "A dt [xag]éVovto dxaduata [rp Terri 
Tgeioxp éxdoye]"? otdhov oeBaotod [Ar]ezavdgetvou txdotp [Svonat. xagdxerrat] 
Hlagétyxev 6 avtds Lerteluios Moeto[xoc] “xehevoavtoc tod Aajrgordtov Ayeudv[oc] 
'Bati 62 dard tev B t6pos ct, M[ed" Erega ae{dv] *Zoryyng. Magxos Avrdvi0s Méotw[o 
Povduevos nagemdnuetv)” xgds xcigdv tf Lory ev, Mégxlos Ovaréguos 
Avtdrwos]""Aunaviavds vids avtod trav. "Enéd[eEev 4 adtds Méotwo)!” yadxiv 
exopodyiona, ovine xadxic dv[riyoapoy, 61’ Hig dndovrai}” orparevoduevoy aitoy xai 
évtelos déex[oRehvpevoy xd ti}g}** 10d €. Kahan ody "Tavovagion Tai "loukfiay wai Tey 
‘Touvicy Zeowfjgoic]” indtors oxelons a aefaorig noairwolias Avorraviw iis Exagyos}™ 
Koivtos "Adtog Movdevtidiog tao of..." Maotogt xaotol[ic]] (_) xal tot xaudd¢ déAtov 
x{oogecatuvoc éxi tod]? xf (Exous) dt’ ic 6 Maotwng decay 1d wal orsowv? eyyéyoa? —}* pe 
elva adtod vidv tov Ovadép.oy ['Aumavicvdy) 
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